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A Better Way 


to Pack Small Parcels and 


Stow Miscellaneous Articles 


in Your Shipping Boxes 






















HE  paeking and shipping of packages.. 
of different sizes and shapes presents: 
many problems. Straw and excelsior 
prove unsatisfactory. They cause too much litter and muss—besides, 
they fail to supply adequate protection. 


Hinde & Dauch Single Faced Corrugated Paper 


Has solved the problem for many concerns. -Paeckages of many different sizes and 
shapes are quickly made up—no muss or litter—breakage loss reduced to a min- 
imum. For lining, covering and padding purposes it is the one practical material, 
both from the standpoint of efficiency and of economy. 


Used by Retail Stores-Wholesalers-Manuiacturers 













Department stores, retail stores of all for their. use. “How to Pack It” 
kinds doing business by mail—mail order tells you just what you want to 
concerns—wholesale houses—as_ well as know about the packing of odd size 
many manufacturers making a_ large shipments. Will be sent without: charge 
number of unstandardized shipments, or obligation. State the nature of your: 







- find H. & D. Corrugated Paper ideal ~ shipments. 









The Hinde & Dauch Paper Co. 






Canadian Address: Toronto, Ganada 





303 Water Street Sandusky, Ohio _ 
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TO 


TRAFFIC WORLD SUBSCRIBERS 


Personal Replies by Mail or Wire to 
Legal or Special Service Inquiries 


Book of 5 Legal Coupons $5.00 Good Within 1 Year 


$10.00 “ “6 
$5.00 Ts “0 66S 
$10.00 6“ 66 


Single Legal Inquiries $1.00 
Service “ $0.75 


Let Us Give You The Details 
The Traffic Service Bureau 


418 So. Market St. 505 Colorado Bldg. 
CHICAGO WASHINGTON, D. C. 





Bind Them Up 





Hundreds of Traffic World 
subscribers, appreciating the 
value of the publication as a per- 
manent reference work, have their 
copies permanently bound in book 
form. 


Our charge for doing this kind 
of work is only $1.25 net per vol- 
ume, and we do it right, a good 
quality of law buckram being 
used, and the volumes being 
properly marked in gilt letters on 
red and black leather labels. 


The Traffic Service Bureau 


418 South Market Street 
CHICAGO 
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ALL MATTERS AFFECTING 


CARRIERS AND PUBLIC UTILITIES 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please mention this paper in writing to attorneys. 
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Storage Battery Truck and Tractor loaded with 3,000 Ibs. and hauling 10,000 Ibs. This truck has a speed of 5 miles per hour. It is cumened, with 15 


cells, type MV-7 ** GroncladsExide’’ Battery. 


What Do You Know About Storage Battery Trucks? 


Do you realize that the use of storage battery industrial trucks and tractors for 
handling freight on wharves, at railroad terminals and in industrial plants and ware- 
houses is increasing at an enormous rate? 

Did you know that these trucks will do many times the work of hand trucks and at 
a very much reduced cost? 

Did you know that the **Tronclad=Exide’’ Battery is especially adapted for in- 
dustrial trucks, that it will give a continuous everyday service, that it can be operated 
and cared for by any ordinary workman and with very little attention, and that it is now 
being used by nearly all of the manufacturers of these trucks? 

Industrial trucks is a subject into which you should look very carefully. Our 
literature will give you valuable information. 


THEELECTRIC STORAGE BATTERY CO. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA. 1916 
Pitts’ h Roch “_ 
New York Chere lait a Denver Wedite —_ burg .. ester Tere a Francisco Boston 


Advertisers Under Wrong Impression 


Quite a number of advertisers, in considering THE TRAFFIC WORLD as an adver- 
tising medium for their products, have assumed that it is intended for and read exclu- 
siV ely by technical traffic men and therefore does not reach the men to whom they should 
appeal for consideration of their various services and commodities. 


We want to correct that impression. It is largely erroneous and decidedly unfair to 
ourselves and to those advertisers whose products could be sold in larger quantities in 
this field, if thoroughly advertised therein. 

Much of our circulation is among the official class, from presidents down—big men, 
who, in a broad sense, need and value the current, authentic information we supply 


concerning the work of the Interstate Commerce Commission and the big things in 
shipping—the same men who authorize the purchase of millions of dollars’ worth of 


goods annually. 

Subscribers to THE TRAFFIC WORLD, in passing their copies among other officials 
to be read, should include the advertising manager. Frequently there is valuable infor- 
mation for him between its covers. He ought to be familiar with the publication and the 
possibilities for selling his company’s product in the field served by it. 


We welcome correspondence with those who have anything to sell to the shippers, or the 
carriers, or both. 


Advertising Department, THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


418 South Market Street, Chicago, Il. 





As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers. 
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JAMES HOARE, PRES. HIASELL W. BALDWIN, VICE"“PRES. AND TREAS- M. P. M. BALDWIN, BEC. 


Je HOARE & CO.’ 


1853 CUT GLASS” 


CORNING, Ne Ye 


Mr. Harry Ie Tyler, 
New York City. 
Dear Sir: 


We find Wells Fargo Service so thoroughly 


reliable that we guarantee safe delivery of all 
glass shipped by express. 


Truly yours, 


Hl abide 


Vice-Pres. and Treas. 


“Delivery Guaranteed” 
—and the contents Glass ! 


Truly a tribute not only to 
Wells Fargo service but to the 
faithful men that perform it. 


Wells Fargo & Co Express 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 
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DEFEATING HIGHER THROUGH RATES 
Much comment has been caused by our publica- 

tion in these columns last week of a communication 
describing the manner in which published through 
rates are defeated in the movement of traffic from 
seaboard territory to Texas points by way of New 
York and water lines, by consigning locally to 
Texas ports in care of forwarding agents and re- 
consigning to interior Texas points on state-made 
rates. Our informant writes us further that in his 
personal opinion the Commission has jurisdiction 
where shipments are reconsigned in the manner 
described if forwarded over steamer lines that have 
published through rates. Why it has taken no 
action he is unable to say, but he says he knows it 
sent examiners to the Texas ports several years 
ago and is in possession of all the facts pertaining 
to this method of handling. 


The correctness of his opinion that the Com- 
mission has jurisdiction over shipments forwarded 
by steamer lines that have published through rates 
is, of course, self-evident. But he goes on: “The 
probable reason for the failure of the Commission 
to act is that its jurisdiction does not extend to 
lines not publishing through rates and doing only 
a port-to-port business, for you can appreciate the 
fact that if it were to compel the lines: publishing 
through rates to adhere strictly to them the inde- 
pendent lines would have an immense advantage. 
Of course, it may be said that it could compel the 
independent lines to publish through rates if they 
handled through business, but the difficulty would 
be to determine whether shipments handled by a 
boat line from one port of the United States to 
another port and delivered to the consignee or his 
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representative at the port is interstate business 
within the meaning of the act.” 

Though we do not know the mind of the Com- 
mission, we suppose it is fair to assume that if it 
does know about the kind of movement described 
it would, if possible, put a stop to it, and that the 
reason it does not find it possible is the difficulty 
of obtaining proof of the manner in which the 
higher through rate is evaded by a combination of 
water and state rates, neither of which is subject 
to the Commission’s jurisdiction. 

Of course, the proof is difficult because it rests 
on the intention of the shipper, and one need not 
tell his intention if he does not choose to do so. 
The difficulty in controlling the traffic described 
in accordance with the principles announced in the 
Kanotex case is the natural difficulty that must be 
experienced in trying to ascertain what a man 
thinks when he does not want his thought known. 
We are not arguing the principles of law involved 
in the Kanotex and other similar decisions; we are 
merely pointing out the obstacles that confront us 
when we try to enforce any such policy. 


As is. pointed out in another communication, 
printed elsewhere, shippers and railroads alike are 
ignoring this opinion of the Commission and are 
evading it. Doubtless similar evasions are prac- 
ticed elsewhere and in other kinds of traffic. Is it 
not fair to assume that this disregard of what the 
Commission has decided exists so generally simply 
because the shipper is unable to realize—decision 
or no decision—that he is doing something for 
which he ought to be punished when he ships goods 
under rates approved by bodies legally entitled to 
approve them, merely because a combination of 
those rates happens to be lower than a through 
rate approved by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission? We realize, of course, the necessity from 
the Commission’s point of view for this sort of 
ruling. It must retain control of interstate move- 
ments or its power and usefulness are gone. From 
that point of view the policy may be justified, 
though the individual shipper cannot always be 
expected to have the broader vision. 

It is also to be said that the railroads ought not 
to be compelled to take less money than the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has found to be rea- 
sonable for an interstate shipment, merely because 
a shipper is able to find a combination of locals 
that is less than the through rate. But, for the 
matter of that, the railroads themselves assist in 
this sort of evasion of through rates and solicit 
business on that basis, as is told elsewhere in the 
communication referred to. In so far as they do 


that, they are entitled to no sympathy. 
The answer to the whole problem is obvious. It 
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is exclusive federal regulation of rates. No matter 
what the law or the broader aspects of the case, it 
cannot be made to look fair to a shipper that he 
should be prevented by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission from doing what his state legislature 
or state commission has told him he may do. The 
power should be taken away from the state. If 
the railroad complains because the shipper takes 
advantage of a combination lower than the through 


rate, the Commission ought to have power now to 


say to the railroad, either that its through rate is 
too high and must be reduced, or that the factors 
in the combination are too low and will be in- 
creased. No matter in what way we look at the 
matter we get the same answer. The necessity, 
under the present system, for the Commission to 
know what is in a shipper’s mind in order that it 
may retain the control it was meant to have and 
keep its hands on the reins of interstate commerce, 
is one of the best arguments we know of for cen- 
tralized control. 

To be sure, the Commission has taken some 
pretty wide steps toward asserting control over 
local rates that in one way or another enter into 
or affect interstate traffic. We hope in the author- 
ity it has asserted it will be sustained by the courts 
and that it will continue to reach out for power of 
this sort. The more it can reach out for success- 
fully, the smaller will be that phase of the problem 
before the congressional committee soon to begin 
its work of investigating the present system of 
regulation. The principal reason for that investi- 
gation was the desire, we believe, to bring about 
central control. It may be that the Commission 
can assert that control to a sufficient degree under 
the present laws to make any recommendation in 
that respect by the Newlands committee more or 
less unimportant, but whatever is necessary ought 
to be done. 

We should like to see the Commission take up 
the question we have been discussing, as illustrated 
by the movement to Texas, with a view to answer- 
ing it on the theory that it has power to control 
the factors in the rate—not because they are fac- 
tors in an interstate rate combination, which, as 
has been pointed out, might be hard to prove—but 
because they may be such factors and because, if 
the Commission is to control interstate rates, it 
must have control of all rates that may be used in 
conflict with or as substitutes for interstate rates. 
We wish this, not because we desire to interfere 
with any of the business now being done in the 
way we have described, nor because we favor either 
the shipper or the carrier. It is not certain which 
would profit here by the change of control. Our 
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only motive is the desire to see right and efficient 
principles applied. 

And right here we wish to say that, though we 
know that the abolishing of state commissions 
would result in higher freight rates in some states, 
because rates in those states are admittedly lower 
than corresponding interstate rates fixed by the 
Commission, and though it is possible that the 
change would mean a general iticrease in revenue 
for the roads—as it undoubtedly would mean an 
increase in net revenue through the saving made 
possible in many ways—that should be no argu- 
ment against central regulation even in the minds 
of those who think the railroads are now earning 
enough. 

It would not take long for a level to be reached. 
If the carriers were earning more than they were 
entitled to earn, shippers would have no difficulty 
in proving, in this case or that, to the satisfaction 
of the Commission, that rates were unreasonable. 
There would be fewer successful applications for 
advanced rates and an application for an advance 
such as is now feared as a result of an increase in 
the wages of trainmen, would fail absolutely. Ii 
the railroads ever earn more than they are entitled 
to, in so far as the Commission is able to control 
the matter, it will be the fault of the Commission. 
Our only concern need be in ‘the integrity and judg- 
ment of our Commission. 


IRON AND STEEL SUSPENSION 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


In I. and S. 930 the Commission, September 29, sus- 
pended to January 29 tariffs canceling eastbound ex- 
port rates on iron and steel. The supposition is that 
the Commission was influenced to suspend by the fact that 
there are many outstanding contracts that cannot be filled 
until the early part of 1917. Another fact supposed to 
have exerted an influence is that the carriers made no 
effort to prove the need of revenue or that the new rates 
would be reasonable, although they would be just the 
same as rates on domestic shipments. 


COMMISSION ORDER. 


Anson, Gilkey & Hurd Company; Carr, Ryder & Adams 
Company; Cream City Sash & Door Company; Curtis 
Bros. & Co.; Curtis & Yale Company; M. A. Disbrow & 
Co.; Farley & Loetcher Mfg. Company; Foster-Lothama 
Mills; Gould Mfg. Company; Huttig Mfg. Company; R. 
McMillen Company; Moore & Galloway Lumber Company; 
Morgan Company; Paine Lumber Company; Rodford 
Bros. & Co.; Roach & Musser Sash & Door Company; 
Rock Island Sash & Door Works; Rockwell Mfg. Com- 
pany; Segelke & Kohlhaus Mfg. Company; A. H. Stange 
Company, and O. C. Steenberg Company have been allowed 
to intervene in Case 8819, West Coast Lumber Mfrs.’ 
Assn. et al. vs. B. & M. et al. 
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Current Topics 
in Washington 


The Regulation  Investigation.— 
There is an idea that the inquiry 
into railroad regulation, to be begun 
November 20, may, after all, not 
amount to much. According to some 
reports, a desire to strangle the state 
commissions caused the move culmi- 
nating in the Newlands resolution. 
Another reported motive was to side- 
track measures like the Rayburn 
stock issue regulation bill, on the 
theory that their passage would disturb conditions and 
check the prosperity that came to the carriers when war 
orders filled their cars and the decision in the Five Per 
Cent case increased their rates. It is suggested that if 
the election should result unfortunately for President 
Wilson, neither he nor his legislative colleagues will have 
any particular heart for doing anything to preserve the 
prosperity they may believe they helped bring to the 
railroads; they might wonder why they should exert them- 
selves in behalf of interests that probably did not .exert 
themselves in their behalf on election day.. And they 
might not be interested in legislation of any sort for any 
purpose. In the event of an unfavorable termination of 
the campaign, from the President’s point of view, oppo- 
sition to anything proposed by him would be stiffer than 
before election. There is much evidence that state com- 
missions are in better odor among politic:l enemies of 
the Presiaent than among his fellow partisans, which is 
passing strange, inasmuch as the President is a member 
of the party historically in favor of state’s rights. But 
senators like Cummins, La Follette and Norris have ex- 
ceptionally high regard for the commissions of the states 
they represent. 











Conflicts as to State Rates—About the time the New- 
lands commission is beginning its inquiry into regulation 
there should be some interesting conflicts between the 
railroads and the authorities of Illinois, Nebraska and 
Texas. They are the states the rates of which have 
been stricken down by the federal regulating body under 
orders to remove discriminations. It is hard to keep 
fully informed as to every detail of moves made or con- 
templated in each of the states mentioned, but thus far 
the great idea in each state seems to be that the burden 
of going forward is to be placed on the railroads. That 
is to say, the railroads are the ones that are to be 
forced into the attitude of law-breakers, if possible. For 
instance, the Nebraska commission seems intent on having 
Nebraska courts, by injunction, forbid the carriers to 
charge any rates, for hauls within the state, other than 
the rates prescribed by the state commission. In Illinois 
the idea seems to be to have passengers tender the 
fares prescribed by the Illinois legislature and then pro- 
ceed against the conductors who undertake to collect the 
higher fares preseribed by the federal body. There :s 
nothing in anything any court has done recently to cause 
the belief that the fight by the state commissions will be 
other than a losing one. In other words, the federal 


authority has prevailed everywhere there has been a 
conflict. The federal Commission, according to the courts, 
has been proceeding in accordance with the law of its 


_ore rate cases. 
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creation. The most recent law victory achieved by it 
was in the federal court at Savannah. Judge Lambdin 
refused to issue the injunction sought by W. A. Wimbish 
in behalf of shoe dealers at Atlanta. He declined to de- 
cide the jurisdictional question as to whether the right 
of suspension given the Commission in 1910 superseded 
the right of courts to enjoin tariffs pending investigation 
by the Commisison. He held that the refusal of the 
Commission to suspend the higher rates was a determina- 
tion, by the Commission, that the rate of $1.19 on boots 
and shoes would not be unreasonable. He declined to 
substitute his judgment for that of the Commission. 





Examiner Marshall Has Plenty to Do.—The early Chris- 
tians, in their meetings, asked their fellows to pray for 
them and for particular pagans, as well as for pagans 
generally. The requests were made on the theory that 
the person for whom prayers were to be made was in 
parvicular difticulties. Later Christians were less inclined 
to follow the practice. Friends of Examiner C. R. Mar- 
shall think the practice should be revived in full vigor 
for his benefit. This week three or four complaints con- 
cerning rates on coal from Ohio, Pennsylvania, Kentucky 
and Tennessee to the lake region were added to the mul- 
titude of those already referred to him for examination 
and rport. Marshall is supposed to be more in need 
of prayers than any other person connected with the 
Commission, not on account of what he has done or 
forgotten to do, but on account of the difficulties with 
which he must wrestle. Just to cheer him up, his col- 
leagues have not hesitated to inform him that reasonable 
rates, from a transportation point of view, are absolutely 
impossible, because the competition between the mine 
operators is so keen that it will be impossible to pre- 
scribe a scheme of rates that will be observed by all 
the railroads concerned; that no matter what adjustment 
he may recommend, some railroad will find that it unduly 
circumscribes the market for mines on its rails and will 
therefore kick holes in the adjustment, so as to restore 
the old commercial conditions. 





Iron Ore Rates.—No carrier has yet given an indica- 
tion as to what it will undertake in regard to iron ore 
rates as a result of the Commission’s report in the iron 
The carriers are to file their tariffs on 
or before December 1, so that the Commission may make 
a definite order in time to put into effect the system 
of stating rates proposed in the report by April 1, or 
just a short time before the opening of navigation on 
the great lakes. It is assumed, however, that the carriers 
will observe the suggestions of the Commission, at least 
unless and until some carrier finds it to his interest to 
change the system or to decide that its financial neces- 
sities require it to do something to give it a larger share 
of the business. The Chicago & Alton, in “busting” the 
coal rate adjustment from the Springfield district to Kan- 
sas City, gave attention to the fact that the adjustment, 
which looked all right on paper, as a matter of fact did 
not give the Alton revenue on coal which it had formerly 
received. One of the commercial questions the carriers 
will have to consider is whether they can afford to make 
the operation of blast furnaces at points far from the 
lakes any more expensive than it is now. The furnaces 
on the lakes are increasing their business much faster 
than furnaces in the interior. In the eyes of more than 
one man interested on the side of the shipper in such 
controversies, the utterances of the Commission in re- 
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gard to the meaning of the requireme¢nt that carriers shall 
separately state factors in the charges they propose 
making, constitute a perversion of that part of the law. 
The report quotes from I. C. C. vs. C., B. & Q., 186 U. S. 
320, language which, to them, indicates what that re- 
quirement was intended to accomplish. “The purpose of 
this provision,” says the opinion af the court, “was to 
compel the schedules to be so drawn as to plainly inform 
of their import; was to exact that when the rates were 
changed, the changes should be so stated as not to mis- 
lead and confuse.” It is pointed out that carriers did 
not propose to change the iron ore rates, and therefore 
there was no reason for the Commission to require the 
tariffs to be changed, because there was nothing either 
misleading or confusing in them.’ The only excuse, it has 
been pointed out, is that under tlse rates as published, the 
carriers have refused to make trestle delivery or to pay 
the Cambria Steel Company: for making such deliveries. 
There was not a word of complaint about the tariffs being 
either misleading or confusing. 





Advances in Milk Prices.—Milk dealers, as a result of 
advances in milk rates in New England, amounting to 
one-eighth of a cent a quart, have increased the price to 
the consumer in Boston one cent a quart. The advance 
was made as a result of consultations among the dealers. 
Attorney-General Gregory is supposed to be looking into 
the question of such concerted action with a view to 
prosecutions if the facts warrant, under the anti-trust 
laws. It is suggested that it would be the irony of fate 
if the dealers were punished for having raised the price 
of their product, as a result of concerted action, if the 
carriers were allowed to make their advance in rates 
as a result of concerted action on their part, without 
punishment. Perhaps the fact that the dealers made an 
advance of a whole cent while the advance by the car- 
riers amounted to only one-eighth of that amount, would 
make a difference in the gravity of the supposed offense. 
According to unofficial reports, the milk dealers gave 
two-eighths of the advance to the farmers and kept five- 
eighths for themselves, the other eighth having gone to 
the carriers. A. E. H. 


C. F. A. CLASS RATES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

One inquiry has come to the Commission concerning 
the new Central Freight Association class rate, scale and 
tariffs. It came from Indiana and contained the state- 
ment that the Indiana commissioners would hold a hear- 
ing on the subject October 2. The inquirer wanted to 
know when the federal regulating body would hold a 
hearing. 

Inasmuch as not a protest has been received against 
the rates, a time for a hearing has not been set. So far 
as the Commission knows, the proposed rates displease 
nobody. It is suspected, however, that the Morris tariffs 
have not yet reached the hands of shippers, or, if they 
have, there is no need of hurry felt among those who 
are interested. The effective date is December 1. 

It goes without saying that the men in the Commission 
who will have the subject to handle in the event there 
are protests, wish the men interested would proceed with 
speed, if they are going to say anything. While the law 
requires the carriers to give thirty days’ notice, it is 
coming to be well understood that a month is hardly 
enough time for a thorough inquiry into the questions 
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raised by new tariffs. Theoretically, the power to suspend 
was given to enable the Commission to check the tariffs, 
but unless shippers object, there is little or no inclination 
at the Commission to exercise that power, on the general 
assumption that because the advances are large in per- 
centage, they are of such character that the tariffs should 
be suspended, as a matter of course. 

The inclination among the Commissioners is to place 
the burden of pointing out wherein the tariffs would be 
unreasonable, on the shippers instead of requiring their 
own clerks to perform that service. 

Morris tariff, I. C. C. No. 614, is to take the place of a 
tariff issued by the Norfolk & Western, carrying class 
rates between Kentucky, Ohio and Indiana points, except 
between Indiana points and Louisville, Henderson and 
Owensboro, in Kentucky. Rates from Indiana points of 
origin to Louisville, Henderson and Ownsboro are ¢Car- 
ried in another Morris tariff, an analysis of which has 
already been published in The Traffic World. A table is 
attached to this article showing present first and sixth 
class rates and the first and sixth class rates it is pro- 
posed to establish. 

The points of both origin and destination were picked 
at random. They may show typical rates, and then again 
they may not. The delivering line is shown in the table. 
Rates with different deliveries may be unlike those set 
forth in the table. A closer check of the tariff will be 
needed more completely to show the character of what 
is proposed. The sixth-class rate is given because the 
new rates are all based on it. Sixth class is the one that 
moves the great bulk of the tonnage. 

One of the first things an examination of the tariff dis- 
closes is the increase of the spread between the first and 
sixth classes. That is probably due to the fact, pointed 
out in the Commission’s first report on the Five Per Cent 
case, that first class in Central Freight Association was 
said to have been held down, for short distances, by an 
Ohio statute fixing 7.5 cents for hauls of thirty miles. 
That allegation was denied by Clifford Thorne and other 
representatives of shippers, who asserted that the re- 
strictive effect of the Ohio statute was more or less of a 
myth. They preferred to believe that the supposedly low 
rate was voluntary rather than otherwise. 

The average spread on the tariff which is to be super- 
seded is 28.6 cents per 100 pounds between first and sixth. 
The spread between the proposed rates, on an average, 
will be 30.3 cents. It is to be remembered all the time 
that the number of rates is hardly large enough to be 
used in making definite conclusions. The number of 
rates shown, however, will give some idea of what is 
proposed. In sixth class four reductions are proposed 
and one increase. Three advances, two reductions and 
no change are shown in the comparison of first class at 
present and as proposed. The advances, in cents per 100 
pounds on first class, are much greater than the reduc- 
tions—hence the increase in the spread. 

That may not be objectionable to the great body of 
shippers. They know the bulk of the tonnage moves on 
the lower class rates, and many who use.the lower classes 
have had an idea that they have been too high—that is, 
that the higher rated commodities have not borne their 
proper share of the cost of transportation. But another 
consideration in that phase of.the matter is the fact that 
the heavy commodities, in many instances, move on com- 
modity rates lower than the classes in which they belong, 
so that, in the end, the higher classes may be paying 
their full share and then some. The shippers paying the 
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higher class rates, it is believed, will be more interested 
in protesting to the end that a suspension may be pro- 
cured, especially if commodity rates are left practically 
undisturbed. 
The table is as follows: 
Proposed 


Present Morris 

rates rates 

published 1. c. & 

From— by N. & W. No. 614. 


lst 6th ist 6th Remarks. 


Ashland, Ky. to Mun- 
Gc catesces ss 88.9 11 42 11% 
(Cent. Ind. rn 


Chillicothe, O., 


1st class, adv. 3.1c 
6th class, adv. %c 


Muncie, Ind. ...... 35.7 10.5 37% 10 1st class, adv. 1.8c 

(Cent. Ind. delivery) 6th class, red. .5c 
Cincinnati, O., to 

outs Bend, Ind... 42 12.6 42 11% 1st class, 

(N. Ind. and iil. no change 


R. a delivery) 6th class, red. 1.1¢c 
Columbus, O. to Ev- 
ansville, Ind. ..... 46.7 14.7 46 13% 


(L. H. & St. L. de- 


1st class, red. .7c 
6th class, red. 1.2c 


livery) 
Columbus, O., to 
Louisville, Kv. .... 41.4 12.6 48 12.5 1st class, adv. 1.6c 


(L. & N. delivery) | 6th class, red. -Ic 

Further analysis of Central Freight Association class 
rate tariffs filed by Morris shows advances of such degree 
as will probably challenge the attention of shippers who 
are asked to pay them. The rates herein mentioned were 
taken from Morris tariff No. 189, I. C. C. No. 615, and 
Morris tariff No. 190, I. C. C. No. 616, both to become 
effective December 1. The first applies between poinis 
in Michigan and points in Kentucky (except Paducah), 
Ohio and West Virginia. I. C. C. No. 616 applies between 
points in Kentucky (except Louisville, Henderson, 
Owensboro and Paducah), Ohio and West Virginia. 

The theory is that the new rates are constructed on a 
scientific basis, and that all bear a proper relation to 
sixth class, the class that carries the heavy tonnage, 
unless there are commodity rates lower. Here is a table 
that is believed to be illustrative, each rate showing the 
line of origin and the line of delivery: 


Present Proposed 
rates. rates. 
6th ist 6th ist 
From— class. class. class. class. Remarks. 
Deed. Mich., (on D. & 
~ L.) to Zanesville, 1st, 8.9c adv. 
9.5 383.1 11.6 42 6th, 2.0c adv. 


‘-_ & O. C. delivery) 
odninas C, (a FT & 
oO. C.) to Cheboygan, 
Mich., (Detroit & Mack. 
GHOIEED 9 6s tetckbanden = 18.9 63 
Columbus, O., (on Hock- 


ing V.) to Toledo, O., 1st, 6.2c adv. 

(Hocking V. deliverv).. 7.9 27.3 9 33.5 6th, . Lie adv. 
Fostoria, O.. (on Hocking ri 

Vv.) to Columbus, 1st, 6.9c aay. 

(Hocking V. Raictess. 7.4 23.1 10.5 30 6th, 8.1¢c adv. 





COURT REFUSES TO ENJOIN 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

The judicial suspension, by a restraining order, of the 
new rates on boots and shoes from New York and Bos- 
ton to Atlanta, by Judge Lambdin of the U. S. District 
Court for the eastern division of the Southern District 
of Georgia, at Savannah, has been canceled. He de- 
clined to issue the injunction for which the Atlanta job- 
bers ask, on the ground that the declination of the 
Commission to suspend the advanced rate constituted-a 
holding -by it that the higher rates would not be un- 
reasonable. He declined to substitute his judgmefit for 
that of the Commission, even if he had the doubtful right 
to enjoin rates until the Commission could formally pass 
on complaints that they were unreasonable. Some courts, 
including federal courts in Georgia, asserted and exercised 
the right to enjoin rates prior to the amendment of 1910, 
which confers the power of suspension on the Commission. 


1st, 6.5c reduc. 
17.5 56.6 6th, 1.4c reduc. 
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He declined to decide whether the right of suspension 
is exclusive in the Commission. 

W. A. Wimbish, attorney for the jobbers, will take an 
appeal from the refusal of the court to issue an inter- 
locutory decree in the case. 


An unofficial report of Judge Lambdin’s oral opinion 
in the case, which is entitled “M. C. Kiser Company et 
al. vs. Central of Georgia Railway Company et al.,” is 
as follows: 

“My mind is quite clear, and I do not think it necessary 
to file a written opinion in this case. The questions 
involved are of importance, both to complainants and 
also to the common carriers. 


“This is a case brought by several shoe dealers in the 
city of Atlanta against the Central of Georgia company 
and the Ocean Steamship Company, asking that the court 
shall enjoin the collection from complainants of the ex- 
cess of the new rates which have been established over 
the rates existing before September 15, pending a full 
hearing of the reasonableness or unreasonableness of these 
advanced rates by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

“The constitution of the United States vests in Congress 
the power to regulate interstate commerce. In 1887 Con- 
gress passed an act for the first time assuming that 
power and exercising it, and vesting that power con- 
ferred upon the legislative body upon the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, which was created by the provisions 
of that act. It has been decided by the Supreme Court 
of the United States and by three or four Circuit Courts 
of Appeals, that power to determine the reasonableness 
or unreasonableness of the rates of common carriers, and 
whether they are discriminatory or not, is vested in this 
Commission. 

“The particular rates involved here have been the sub- 
ject of litigation in the courts, and passed upon by the 
Commission for a period of something like eleven years. 
The record here and the reports show that prior to 1905 
the rail-and-water rate which was enforced between east- 
ern ports and Atlanta was $1.14; and for a short time in 
1905, due to some coercion on the part of the public, as 
the railroads claim, that rate was reduced to 85 cents 
on boots and shoes in carloads. Two or three months 
afterward the railroads endeavored to raise that rate, 
which was made vhe subject matter of litigation in the 
United States court to enjoin the collection of higher 
rates until the Commission should pass upon them. The 
Interstate Commerce Commission has passed upon the 
matter two or three times. Petitions for rehearing were 
filed by the carriers in both instances and the matter 
therefore has been practically under the attention of the . 
Interstate Commerce Commission for the last eight or ten 
years. The last application for a rehearing that was 
passed upon by the Commission was presented in 1914 
and was not finally decided until July of this year, so 
that the reasonableness or unreasonableness of the rates 
in question has been practically under the acutal view 
of the Commission for the last eight years—it has kept 
in constant touch with the situation and been constantly 
advised by virtue of these many hearings and applications 
for rehearing on the subject up until the present time. 

“The carriers here have given notice that the published 
and new schedule of rates will be effective September 15. 
Immediately the petitioners here filed a protest and ap- 
plication for a suspension of this rate before the Com- 
mission, filing an elaborate petition which makes prac- 
tically or nearly all the points made by their present 
bill. This application for suspension of the rates is pro- 
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vided for by the amendment of June 18, 1910, to section 
15 of the act. 

“Prior to the passage of that amendment, in the dif- 
ferent courts of the United States several bills had been 
filed when carriers attempted to raise rates, the shippers 
asking for suspension of the rates or an injunction against 
their collection, pending a full hearing before the Com- 
mission. The courts differed upon their power in such 
cases, some courts of high repute holding that a court 
of equity had the power to enjoin the collection of the 
new rates pending a hearing by the Commission, while 
other courts held that they had no such power. All the 
courts, however, held that the reasonableness of the rate 
was purely a matter for determination by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and such determination was final; 
they only differed as to whether the courts had a right 
to interfere and suspend the collection or enjoin the 
collection of the new rates pending a determination of 
this matter by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


“In that view of the law, with the courts differing as 
to their power in such situations, Congress passed this 
amendment of June 18, 1910, conferring upon the Com- 
mission power to suspend such rates until a full inves- 
tigation on the part of the Commission. The point here 
involved is whether that remedy is exclusive or not— 
whether it ousts the United States courts of their general 
jurisdiction in that particular. 

“The court is inclined to think that the intention of 
Congress was to make that remedy exclusive. The court 
is inclined to the view held by some of the courts that 
prior to the amendment of 1910 a court of equity had a 
right to enjoin the enforcement of such new rate until 
the matter could be determined by the proper tribunal, 
and therefore has declined to give its assent to the rea- 
soning in the case of A. C. L. R. R. Co. vs. Macon Grocery 
Co., 166 Fed. Rep. 


“The court does not think it necessary to decide the 
dry legal question at this time, whether the vesting of 
this power in the Commission was exclusive or not That 
power is, however, lodged with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. It was wise in the legislative power of the 
government to vest such power in the Commission, be- 
cause that is the most competent tribunal of all tribunals 
to decide the technical question whether the new rates 
should be suspended or not. Congress, in its wisdom, was 
disposed to vest such power in the most competent 
tribunal which is expert on such subjects, and has in its 
view all the time the rates prevailing over the country. 
_ “Granting that this power of the Commission is not 
exclusive, and that courts of equity still possess the right 
to suspend, this case presents this situation: Something 
like two years ago the carriers gave notice of a new rate. 
Protest was filed with the Commission by these same ship- 
pers, asking that -it be suspended pending investigation 
and upon such application ‘by the shippers the rate was 
suspended pending investigation, and, after a full inves- 
tigation a decision was rendered in behalf of the~ship- 
pers and against the carriers. This time, following the 
previous course, the shippers invoked the same power. 
They filea a protest, making nearly’all the points they 
have made in this bill» asking for suspension of the rates. 
They invoked a hearing and ruling on the question. "They 
obtained such a hearing, as-far as the evidence discloses, 





as was satisfactory to them; if it was not satisfactory - 


doubtless they could have obtained a full-and more com- 
plete hearing before the board. At any rate, in thé cus- 
tomary way, they went before this tribunal which is 
vested with this power having a full view of the rea- 
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sonableness of the rates and invoked a ruling. They 
come now before this court making practically the same 
points and ask this court to decide the same question. 
Inasmuch as they have already had one forum to deciue 
this question, the court hardly feels it can be disturbed 
now and come before another court upon the same ques- 
tion and invoke a ruling here. The court does not see 
that any new points were made here which were not 
considered by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
There is no reason given why the ruling of the Commis- 
sion was not correct. About nearly all the entire argu- 
ment that has been addressed to the court was as to 
the power of the court to suspend the rate, and the 
reasons which have bcen addressed to the court as to 
whether the rate should have been suspended were the 
same which were addressed to the tribunal which had 
decided the question. On these same points, this court 
will not reverse them. 


“The question whether this court will suspend is a 
question of reasonableness or unreasonableness of the 
rates. This court cannot decide that question. It is not 
within its power to decide it. The fact that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission declined to suspend the effect 
of the new rates is a judgment on its part that no suffi- 
cient reasons were presented by the shippers for the 
rates to be suspended. As I analyze the bill, the neces- 
sary basis of it is that the prospective rates would be 
unreasonable. The court cannot decide that question, 
which is vested in another tribunal. 

“The other point that is urged is that these shippers 
have made large contracts for the purchase and sale of 
the goods, and will therefore suffer serious loss if these 
new rates are put into effect. On that question the court 
is of the opinion that they made these contracts with 
their eyes open. They knew that the lower rates fixed 
by the Commission would expire by limitation on Septem- 
ber 15. They knew that there was a chance of the rates 
being raised, and therefore they took the situation and 


took their chances on the matter; and I. do not see. that - 


it is a hardship to impose upon them, especially in view 
of the fact that should the Commission hold that the 
rates are excessive they will have the right to reparation. 
The order proposed to the court here is that the carriers 
shall only collect 95 cents and shall charge these ship- 
pers with the difference, the shippers giving bond that 
they will pay the difference in the event the Commission 
puts into effect the new “rates. That would be but a 
matter of bookkeeping, a matter between the parties. 
The court is of the opinion that the rule would work 
the other way just as well. The shippers could keep their 
books. It is not contended that the carriers are not 
solvent, and they could charge the shippers the excess 
above the legal rates and if the decision of the Commis- 
sion finally is favorable to them, the shippers can collect 
from the carriers. - 

“Under the allegations of the bill, plaintiffs have an 
adequate remedy at law. The court does not think, in 
consideration of the fact that the Commission under the 
power given it has refused to suspend the rate, and, in 
view of the fact that all doubts in the mind of the court 
have to -be*decided in favor of the constitutionality of 
acts of Congress‘and that ‘due effect should be given to 
the legislative intention, that Congress certainty had an 
intention in passing this amendment and conferring this 
power, the court thinks that even. if it had any doubts 
on the question the doubts would have to be resolved in 
favor of the power given by the act 

“In view of the entire matter the court declines the 
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injunction, and the temporary restraining order heretofore 
granted will be dissolved.” 
Commission Did Not Intervene. 

The hearing before Judge Lambdin was had on Sep- 
tember 22, but neither the government nor the Commis- 
sion was represented thereat. Neither cared to intervne. 

There was some discussion at the Commission as to 
whether that body should intervene, It was concluded 
the Commission could not afford, even by intervention, to 
concede that a court has a right to order a carrier or Car- 
riers to retain a rate it had canceled by means of the 
routine prescribed by the Commission when it made rules 
for the observance of the sixth section, requiring carriers 
to file tariffs. 

No particular activity on the part of the Commission 
is necessary to maintain its position, The railroads are 
under constraint to uphold the Commission because it is 
their desire to reap a benefit from the Commission’s 
fourth section order relating to violations in the south- 
east, No. 3866, ‘We should worry,” may well be the at- 
titude of the Commission, so long as the carriers are 
desirous of obtaining the higher rates. 

There is no disposition to underestimate the serious- 
ness of the situation. William A, Wimbish, attorney for 
the complaining shippers at Atlanta, has had too much 
to do with the enforcement of the Act to regulate com- 
merce to be lightly set aside as having made a worth- 
less point. Tactically, however, the Commission has the 
advantage of position, It can make the carriers fight for 
an upholding of its authority. Judging from the fact that 
Chief Counsel Folk, after being advised by Mr. Wim- 
bish, did not intervene, it is inferred that he knows full 
well they will fight for the upholding of the rates they 
filed because of the option the Commission gave them 
under the fourth section order mentioned. 


THE CUMMINS AMENDMENT 

THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

Not a thing has been done by the railroads to change 

their tariffs or practices by reason of the enactment of 

ihe Cummins amendment to the Cummins amendment to 

the Carmack amendment, signed by the president on Au- 

gust 9. It is extremely doubtful whether, as a matter of 

fact, they will undertake any changes unless forced by 

an order of the Commission. The latter has done noth- 

ing. It has not anything in contemplation, so far as is 
known. 


The railroads serving Washington continue to require 
declarations as to the value of baggage and the exaction 
of rates based on actual value. No passenger tariffs 
modifying the rules relating to baggage have been filed. 
Reports from at least one big railroad are that that 
transportation system intends continuing the requirement 
that a passenger declare the value of his baggage and 
bay insurance rates on the value in excess of $100 or 
$150 that have been declared to be two or three times the 
rates on an equal amount of insurance issued by ordinary 
insurance companies. 


It is coming to be believed that the enactment of the 
latest Cummins amendment makes no change other than 
that the law no longer requires carriers to make rates 
based on actual value if and whenever the thing shipped 
is concealed by wrapping. In other words, unless the 
Commission condemns such rates or practices as unrea- 
sonable, the carriers may continue those in effet and file 
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new ones, too, although they had not thought of them 
before the Iowa senator made the legislative “bust” that 
resulted in a requirement that passengers and shippers 
declare actual value so. that carriers might assess their 
rates accordingly. : 

So far as can be ascertained there is only one document 
in the Commission relating to the subject. That is a 
protest by John B. Daish, in behalf of the Silk Associa- 
tion of America, against changes in Southern Classifica- 
tion, the effect of which is to reduce rates on silk, 
both artificial and natural. The supplement to the cur- 
rent classification was filed by Chairman Powe on August 
7, two days before the president signed the latest Cum- 
mins amendment. 

The classification provided for one and a half ‘times 
first class on silk worth not more than $1 a pounds 
and three times first class on silk worth $5 a pound or 
on silk the value of which is not stated. The new classi- 
fication puts one and a half times first class on silk, nat- 
ural or artificial when valued at not more than $1 a 
pound. When valued at more than $1, but without any 
limit as to value, or value not stated, double first class. 

Daish, in a brief filed with the Commission, contends 
the carriers have no right to impose rates based on values 
without specific authorization from the Commission, and 
he further contends that the new law applies to the sup- 
plement to the classification filed by Mr. Powe two days 
before the president signed the Cummins amendment. 
There is not much doubt about the validity of the conten- 
tion that the law applies notwithstanding the fact that the 
supplement was filed before the law was enacted. 

The point on which the fight turned is that carriers 
may not require the declaration of actual value for the 
purpose of basing rates on it. : 

The protest in behalf of the silk association asks for 
the suspension of the supplement pending investigation. 
Daish makes that demand notwithstanding, as he said, the 
classification makes an apparent reduction in the rates. 
The supplement is to become effective on September 26. 
The silk association is the only shipper or body of ship- 
pers, that has paid any attention to the matter. 

The protest in behalf of the silk association asked for 
Daish made that demand notwithstandin, as he said, the 

The Commission declined to suspend the supplement to 
the current Southern Classification. Inasmuch as the Com- 
mission makes public nothing concerning its reasons for 
declining to suspend a tariff or classification, it is im- 
possible to say what thought the Commission gave that 
point, if any. 

As a result of that supplement only double instead of 
treble first class will be assessed on silk, natural or arti- 
ficial, worth more than one dollar a pound, or on silk as 
to the value of which the shipper has declined to make 
any statement. The change became effective Septem- 
ber 26. . 

It is suspected the Commission allowed the supplement 
to go into effect because it works a reduction on silk 
worth $1 a pound and more, and also on silk the value of 
which has not been declared. 


The protest against the plan to base rates on actual 
instead of released values was made at the request of 
the Silk Association of America, It is the intention of 
the association to follow up the matter and force the 
carriers, if possible, to go back to the system in: vogue 
before the Iowa senator and Representative Henry of 
Texas made their fumble of their effort to prevent excess- 
ive rates on ordinary live stock, by means of a Cummins 
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amendment to the Carmack amendment. They failed in 
what they undertook. Instead, they produced a change in 
the law requiring the carriers to demand a statement of 
actual values as a condition enabling them to fix rates. 
Prior to that time rates were based, in the case of valu- 
able articles, upon agreed or released valuations, in ac- 
cordance with the decisions of the Supreme Court in the 
Croninger and like cases. 

The live stock men objected to having the rates pre- 
scribed for ordinary live stock based on a valuation of 
$50 for a steer actually worth a good deal more than 
that. They wanted to have the law changed so the ordi- 
nary rates would apply to ordinary live stock without 
such a low limitation of value. The result of the efforts 
of Senator Cummins and Representative Henry to achieve 
that end is known to every man who has checked bag- 
gage at any time since June 3, 1914. 

The latest Cummins amendment relieved the carriers 
of the duty of requiring declarations of actual value. They, 
however, seem to like the system forced upon them by 
the first Cummins amendment. Wherefore they are ignor- 
ing the second Cummins amendment and will continue 
to do so until the Commission decides, if ever, that it is 
unreasonable for them to base rates on actual, forced- 
declaration values, instead of allowing the shipper his 
old option of shipping on a released value, which may be 
much less than the actual worth of the goods. Well- 
informed shippers believe that when they pay the rates 
based on actual forced declarations of value they are 
paying exceptionally high rates for insurance to insurers 
whom they really do not care to employ. 


STATE REGULATION OF RATES 


(Resolution adopted by the Executive Committee of the 
American National Live Stock Association, at Denver, Colo., 
September 16.) . 


Whereas, A serious conflict of jurisdiction has arisen 
between the Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
railroad commissions of the different states, by reason of 
certain decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
affecting the rates, rules and regulations governing intra- 
state traffic; and 

Whereas, In a recent decision in the Shreveport case 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, on the ground of 
discrimination and prejudice against Shreveport, pre- 
scribed a scale of rates on live stock between Texas 
points and Shreveport on a different and higher basis than 
fixed by the Railroad Commission of Texas, and by its 
order, effective November 1, 1916, requires the railroads 
to cease and desist from charging and collecting a lower 
rate for the transportation of live stock wholly within the 
state of Texas than the said scale to be applied to Shreve- 
port; and, as said decision is construed by Texas rail- 
roads, the jurisdiction of the Railroad Commission of 
Texas over state rates is thus superseded by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission; and 

Whereas, This is the first instance in which the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has proposed to regulate 
intrastate rates on live stock, and its decision in this 
case is based upon what we believe to be a misapprehén- 
sion of the extent and character of the alleged discrimi- 
nation and prejudice against Shreveport; for we contend 
that the small volume of traffic involved, and the conse- 
quent negligible amount of difference in the rates, makes 
it extremely improbable that any interests at Shreveport 
could be unduly and unreasonably prejudiced by the ex- 
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istence of a lower scale of rates for intrastate live stock 
traffic within the state of Texas; and 

Whereas, The present rates on live stock prescribed 
by the Railroad Commission of Texas are, with minor 
exceptions, the same as the rates originally fixed by the 
railroads, both as to beef and stock cattle, and have been 
in effect for approximately twenty-five years, and have 
applied regardless of whether the cattle moved to markets 
within the state or between pastures or to feed lots; and 
said rates have been carefully investigated at divers times 
by the Railroad Commission of Texas and declared to be 
reasonable and just; and 

Whereas, We believe the conditions of raising, shipping 
and maturing cattle within the state of Texas, and the 
necessities of the business, are best known to the people 
of Texas, and the transportation requirements .can be 
more judiciously regulated through the constituted state 
authority, as in the past; and 

Whereas, The jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to regulate such live stock rates within the 
state of Texas is dependent wholly upon an alleged unjust 
discrimination and undue prejudice against Shreveport, 
and it is our firm conviction that, while an apparent dis- 
crimination may seemingly exist by reason of a differ- 
ence in the present rates, it is not such a real discrimina- 
tion or undue prejudice, as required by the law, as to 
warrant the Interstate Commerce Commission to assume 
jurisdiction over the intrastate rates in Texas; and thus 
completely change conditions that have existed for twenty- 
five years, and contrary to our rights, as we believe, and to 
the public interest; and 

Whereas, Our laws do not define the conditions under 
which such extraordinary and far-reaching changes in the 
regulation: of carriers should be permitted, or what con- 
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ditions precedent should exist to justify such a departure [ 


from previous methods of regulation of intrastate traffic; 
now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, By the Executive Committee of the American 
National Live Stock Association, representing the live 
stock industry of the United States, at its meeting held 
in Denver, Colo., September 16, 1916: 

1. That we deprecate any conflict of jurisdiction be- 
tween the state and federal authorities engaged in the 
regulation of railways, and we urge that every reasonable 
effort be made to avert it, for we believe that the neces- 
sities of the transportation problem require that strictly 
local state rates be regulated by the states, as at present, 
and that any question of discrimination or preference be- 
tween state and intérstate rates should be handled by 
co-ordinate action of state and federal authorities. 

2. That we appeal to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to suspend its order in the Shreveport case with 
respect to the rates on live stock until a more complete 
investigation may be had of all the factors surrounding 
the transportation of live stock between Texas and Shreve- 
port, and in order that a careful review may be conducted 
by state and federal officials as to the almost irreparable 
injury that the decision will inflict upon the vast interests 
of Texas, far removed from any possible connection or 
relation to the issues in said Shreveport case; and we 
urge that this request be granted so that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission may not indirectly assume juris- 
diction over state rates and thus absolve the railroads 
from obedience to the regulations of the different states, 
without an earnest endeavor being made to harmonize 
any alleged inequalities in rates. 

3. We appeal to Congress to provide by law that, 
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where a conflict arises as to rates, rules or regulations 
made by state and federal authorities, before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission shall have jurisdiction over 
any state-made rates, rules or regulations, and before the 
railroads shall be authorized to disregard same, in order 
to perform their duty under the Act to regulate commerce, 
said state-made rates, rules or regulations must first have 
been held, by a court of competent jurisdiction, to be 
unreasonable and to constitute a direct burden upon inter- 
state commerce. 

4, That before such jurisdiction shall be exercised by 
any court or by the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
the state-regulating authority should be made party to 
such proceedings and all interested shippers should have 
the right to be heard. 

5. We appeal to the state authorities having control of 
railroad regulation, and to the executive and legislative 
departments of the different states, to provide ways and 
means whereby the public rights in the premises may be 
secured and defended. 

6. We express full confidence in the administration of 
the Act to regulate commerce by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and this appeal is made without any feeling 
or spirit of criticism, but for the purpose of evoking the 
most mature and deliberate consideration of so grave and 
important a question, and to determine the extent to which 
the Interstate Commerce Commission may appropriately 
interfere with state regulation, if at all, and the limita- 
tions of that power. 

Resolved Further, That a copy of this resolution be 


' forwarded to the Interstate Commerce Commission, to 


each member of Congress and to the various state rail- 
road officials and executives of the different states. 


PLAN FOR FEDERAL CONTROL 


Philadelphia, September 27.—The business, industrial 


and shipping interests of Philadelphia, united in the Phila- . 


delphia Joint Committee on the Reasonable Regulation 
of Railroads, will present to the Newlands investigating 
committee of Congress and to the commercial and traffic 
organizations of the country a definite and detailed plan 
of reform in railroad regulation, having as its basic prin- 
ciples the abolition of the jurisdiction of state commis- 
sions over railroads and the substitution centralized fed- 
eral control through an enlarged and reorganized Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. This was the action taken 
by the Joint Committee at a meeting yesterday in the 
Philadelphia Bourse, attended by delegates from the lead- 
ing commercial bodies of this city. 


In the last seven months the Joint Committee has ad- 
vocated nationally only the general proposition of cen- 
tralized federal control, although the Philadelphia Bourse, 
the organizer and a member organization, has presented 
to the country through the joint body a specific remedial 
plan, which is now before the Chamber of Commerce of 
the United States and is generally called the “Philadelphia 
Plan.” It was decided at the meeting that the broad 
idea of exclusive federal regulation is now commonly 
accepted by railroad men and shippers and that it is 
time that the shipping interests of the United States 
should consider some definite constructive program. 

The plan will be drafted by the subcommittee of the 
Joint Committee, which last year made a nine months’ 
survey of the necessity for centralized control. Its mem- 
bers are the following manufacturers, shippers and attor- 
neys who are in touch with the practical aspects of the 
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problem: Malcolm Lloyd, Jr., Board of Trade, lawyer; 
George E. Bartel, president of the Philadelphia Bourse 
and formerly a manufacturer and grain shipper; Robert 
Comly, Bourse,.importer and shipper; Philip Godley, 
Board of Trade, warehouseman; Walter F. Hagar, Mari- 
time Exchange, shipper; John S. Engard, Grocers’ and 
Importers’ Exchange; A. M. Hance, Drug Exchange, manu- 
facturer; Wilson H. Brown, Manufacturers’ Club; Robert 
B. Rayner, Lumbermen’s Exchange, lumber manufacturer 
and wholesaler; Franklin M. Harris, Jr., Master Builders’ 
Exchange, and William Hancock, United Business Men’s 
Association. Mr. Lloyd is chairman. 

This subcommittee will immediately begin work on the 
plan, which, after having been accepted by the entire 
committee, will be referred to each member organization, 
and then taken before the Newlands committee and the 
business and shipping associations of the country, with 
the request that they take some action. The Joint Com- 
mittee contends that it will be idle for shippers to appear 
in the coming congressional inquiry without some definite 
plan for reform, generally supported by them. It is ex- 
pected that the Bourse plan, calling for federal incor- 
poration and division of the federal commission into 
district branches, with an appellate body at Washington, 
will be made the basis in formulating the new plan. 

The delegates authorized the sending of an official re- 
quest to the Newlands committee on behalf of Philadel- 
phia business and shipping men to hold hearings in this 
city at some time during their activity and the publication 
of a revised second edition of “Reasonable Regulation of 
Railroads.” 

Among letters of endorsement which the Joint Com- 
mittee has received is the following from T. Noel Butler, 
secretary of the Commercial Traffic Managers of Phila- 
delphia and traffic manager of Wistar, Underhill & Nixon, 
lumber manufacturers and wholesalers: 

“It would not be possible for me to speak officially for 
this organization regarding the ‘Philadelphia Plan,’ as we 
have given no formal consideration to the subject; how- 
ever, I will be glad to bring the question before the next 
meeting on October 10, and if any definite action is taken 
will be glad to advise you of the result. 

“Speaking personally, 1 heartily endorse the theory of 
the ‘Philadelphia Plan.’ Under decisions of the Supreme 
Court, notably the Minnesota and Shreveport rate cases. 
there is no doubt but that the Congress can take jurisdic- 
tion over all rail shipments, whether intra or inter state. 
Traffic has become very complicated and involved, and 
there is no reason why some such step should not be 
taken. I am not one to believe the country is ready for 
government ownership of railroads, nor that we are near 
it, but undoubtedly we are approaching it slowly, and it 
is very necessary that something be done to offset that 
tendency and to prevent the people from trying such an 
undesirable experiment. 

“Complete federal control, it would seem to me, would 
be in the best interest of all concerned—the shipper, the 
carrier and the public. The method and details of such 
control offer subjects for exhaustive investigation and 
consideration, and, without commenting on the details 
submitted by the Philadelphia plan, I feel it my duty to 
commend the proposition as a whole. I congratulate you 
on the progress you have made.” 





COMMISSION ORDER. 
Illinois Central has been allowed to intervene in case 
9021, Ernst Heldmaier vs. C., I. & L. 





PRIVATE CAR CASE BRIEF 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

A discussion of the duties and obligations of a common 
carrier, under the common law as modified and supple- 
mented by the Act to regulate commerce that will prob- 
ably satisfy shippers who have been forced to supply 
themselves with so-called private cars, is contained in 
a brief written by Chief Counsel Folk and filed by him 
in the U. S. Supreme Court in what is familiarly known 
as the Paraffine Oil Works case. The matter is on ap- 
peal from the federal court at Pittsburgh, which held the 
order of the Commission to be without virtue. 

It is admitted that if the ultimate tribunal upholds the 
Commission in this case, the private car line question, so 
far as shippers are concerned, will be settled. The uphold- 
ing of the Commission will make it the undisputed duty . 
of railroads to provide refrigerator, tank and other so- 
called special type cars “upon reasonable request there- 


for.” 

Legality of the order was challenged by the Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad Company, which had been directed to pro- 
vide tank cars for the Pennsylvania Paraffine Oil Works, 
and the Crew-Levick Company, refiners of petroleum at 
Titusville and Warren, Pa., in accordance with the writ- 
ten requests of those companies. The railroad company 
declined and the special commerce court sitting at Pitts- 
burgh, enjoined the enforcement of the order, which was 
to have become effective in August, 1915. Judges Woolley 
and Orr signed the injunction, while Judge Thompson 
dissented. 

The grounds of objection by the carrier, as stated by 
Mr. Folk, in the brief in which he made answer, are: 

That neither the Act to regulate commerce nor any 
other law imposes upon the: railroad an obligation to 
supply tank cars for the transportation of oil; that the 
Commission has no warrant in law to make the order 
requiring the carrier to furnish tank cars; that the order 
requires the railroad company to furnish tank cars for 
interstate shipments to points on other railroads, in viola- 
tion of the fifth amendment to the constitution; that the 
order assumes to require the railroad to seize all tank 
cars upon its line, regardless of ownership, and furnish 
them to complainants, thereby subjecting the railroad to 
liability in actions for damages to the owners of such 
cars, thus causing the order to be unlawful and in vio- 
lation of the fifth amendment; that the time given for 
compliance was insufficient and, finally, that the order 
was uncertain and indefinite. 

There is no dispute as to the facts. For six years prior 
to the filing of the complaint the oil companies every 
day asked the railroad company to furnish tank cars. 
Finally, in 1912, they filed formal written requests for 
tanks enough to transport a million gallons of refined oil 
per month, that being the amount of their output shown 
by records extending over years. The railroad company 
answered that it “is not prepared to increase its present 
tank car equipment, but is prepared to transport the com- 
modity, when properly contained in barrels or other simi- 
lar containers at rates that are fair and reasonable and 
non-discriminatory.” 

At that time the railroad company had 499 tank cars, the 
remains of an original supply, purchased in 1887, of about 
1,300 cars. Some of the original supply had been sold to 
refiners. In each of the tariffs offered to transport oil 
in tank cars appears a notation that while the company 
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would transport oil in tank cars, “it does not assume any 
obligation to furnish tank cars.” 

The case seems to turn on the effect that shall be given 
to the words in the Act to regulate commerce, making it 
the duty of carriers to “provide and furnish such trans- 
portation upon reasonable request therefor.” The original 
act said the term transportation should include “all in- 
strumentalities of shipment or carriage” without any pro- 
vision that such transportation should be provided or 
furnished upon request. In 1906, after the Commission 
had called the attention of Congress to its decision in 
the complaint of Scofield et al. vs. Lake Shore & Michigan 
Southern, 2 I. C. C. 90, 117, wherein it held that the act 
did not clothe it with power to require a carrier to perform 
all its common-law duties, Congress changed the Act to 
regulate commerce so as to make it read that a carrier 
should “provide and furnish such transportation upon rea- 
sonable request therefor,” cars, instrumentalities, vehicles 
and facilities being included in the word transportation. 

The Commission reported to its creator that, in its 
opinion, it had not received the power to require a carrier 
to “provide and furnish” transportation (common law 
duties), and the creator changed the law by inserting the 
command about providing and furnishing. 

It is upon that change of the Act to regulate commerce 
that Mr. Folk seems to base his contentions that the 
order is within the power conferred upon the admin- 
istrative body. It is among his contentions that it is 
wholly within the power of the Commission to decide 
whether it is reasonable for the carrier to furnish tank 
cars and that, the Commission having done so, it is in- 
cumbent upon the carrier to make an attempt at com- 
pliance before coming to the courts with allegations that 
the order is indefinite and uncertain and the time allowed 
not sufficient for compliance. He further contended that 
it has been and is the practice of the carrier to decline 
to furnish tank cars. 

A point that Mr. Folk makes is that if the rule con- 
tended for by the railroad company is the rule laid down 
in he law, it is within the power of the carrier to sell 
all its cars and then tell the shipper who asks for cars 
that it is not prepared to increase its equipment. 

“If a carrier is to be permitted to determine,” says Mr. 
Folk’s brief, “without control the extent to which it will 
prepare to furnish tank cars for the shipment of oil, it 
may supply itself with tank cars when the shipper whom 
it desires to favor needs them, and refuse to prepare to 
furnish such cars when the competitor of that shipper 
needs them, thus depriving the competitor who has no 
tank cars of his own and cannot procure such cars of his 
right to ship his oil on equal terms.” 

Respecting the contention of the railroad that the order 
requires it to seize all tank cars on its lines, regardless 
of ownership or right of control, the chief counsel re- 
marked that it was hardly to be taken as serious. He 
said an order requiring it to provide and furnish cannot 
be distorted into a command to seize cars upon its line 
regardless of ownership. Another suggestion he made is 
that the report of the Commission shows that it is im- 
material to the regulating body whether the carrier buys, 
leases or borrows tank cars. 

“The order can be complied with in a lawful way,” says 
the brief, “and cars for shippers can be provided and 
furnished without resorting to illegal methods.” 


De Leon Godchaux Company has been allowed to inter- 
vene in Case 8873, Tuscaloosa Board of Trade vs. A. G. S. 


et al. 
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SHIPPERS FOR FEDERAL CONTROL 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Referring to the claim of our mutual friend, Mr. Wilson 
of Toledo, O., as reported in The Traffic World of Aug. 
19, 1916, that he had found no one outside of the carriers 
who was in favor of the elimination of dual regulation 
of the railroads, I desire to state that in answer to his 
inquiry of June 19, 1916, as chairman of the legislative 
committee of the National Industrial Traffic League, i. e.: 
“Should Congress take over and place in the hands of one 
federal legislative body the regulation of both state and 
interstate commerce?” the legislative committee of this 
organization, after careful consideration of the matter, 
reported to its board of directors that the inquiry should 
be answered in the affirmative. This opinion was con- 
curred in by the board and the following reply was made 
under date of July 6, 1916: 

“Yes. Under present conditions the efforts of the state 
commissions to localize trade is oppressive to interstate 
operators, and the only remedy is in interstate regulation 
of all rates.” 


Volumes could be written on this subject, but the facts . 


developed by the Commission in the Shreveport cases, 
the Memphis Freight Bureau case, I. C. C. Docket 7304 
and others prove conclusively that freight rates are essen- 
tially interstate in their operation and may not be re- 
stricted or controlled within state boundaries, but should 
be under one common federal control. 

For the protection of all interests, this organization 
stands unequivocally for federal control. 

J. S. Davant, 
Commissioner, Memphis Freight Bureau. 

Memphis, Tenn., Sept. 25, 1916. 

In the August 26th number of The Traffic World Mr. Wilson 
made a reply to our comments in the August 19th number, 
referred to in the above communication, and somewhat qualified 
his statement as reported by us. His explanation, however, did 


not materially alter the sense of his statement as reported.— 
Editor The Traffic World. 


WATER. LINES AND RAIL STRIKES 
Editor The Traffic World: 


I am very much interested in the editorial appearing 
in your issue of September 16, under the caption “Water 
Transportation as an Insurance Against Rail Strikes” and 
especially that portion of it reading as follows: 

“In these days of close and unreasonable co-ordination 
of labor unions, the expected would be that in the case 


of a general railroad strike the men operating the boats 


on the deep water canal would go out on a sympathetic 
strike, and Chicago would be no better off than if it were 
an inland city.” 

For your information I will state that the captain, mate, 
pilots and éngineres, who are the operating force of a 
steamboat, are all working under a license from the 
United States government, and it would probably be fatal 


‘to the future of any of this force if they attempted to 


participate in a strike. Such action on their part might 





result in revoking their license, and this would practically 
throw them out of future employment in the line of their 
regular occupation or chosen profession. So far as han- 
dling traffic at the terminals is concerned, we know that 
this is done by the lowest class of labor, and I never 
heard of any steamboat labor being organized. The 
environment and psychology of steamboat men is such 
that they are generally not interested in labor unions or 
sympathetic strikes, especially where rail traffic is in- 
volved. On the other hand, they are always alert to 
take advantage of the cessation of any rail traffic to secure 
as much of the business for the boat lines as can be 
handled to destinations reached by the rail lines. In 
other words, they are a natural competitor of the rail 
carriers, with very little, if any, co-operation between 
them, and it would be as natural for the river lines to 
endeavor to handle as much business as possible for their 
financial benefit under such circumstances as it is for 
the jitney buses to try to handle as much human traffic 
as they can during a street car or traction strike. 
H. S. Kealhofer, 
Traffic Manager, Columbia Chamber of Commerce. 
Columbia, S. C., Sept..21, 1916. 


CANALS IN STRIKE TIME 


(T. J. Norton in Chicago Daily News.) 

When I called attention to the simple fact: given in a 
press dispatch to the Daily News (that the longshoremen 
at New York had refused to. move coal consigned to the 
Interborough street car system while its employes were 
on strike) as possibly refusing Isham Randalph’s eonten- 
tion on another page of the. same -issue, that a waterway 
to the gulf would keep Chicago supplied with the fat 
of the land during any general railway strike, he rejoined 
by calling me a special pleader and saying that the rail- 
ways had opposed the construction of the Panama Canal. 
This, of course, had no bearing-on the hint that the em- 
ployes of a canal to the gulf would, like the New York 
longshoremen, probably act in sympathy with railway 
strikers. ; 

Since Mr. Randolph did not seem to know what:to do 
with that fact, permit.me.to present one to the taxpayers 
of Illinois, for they will be obliged to pay for any canal 
that men holding office and inexperienced in business may 
cause to be- built. ; stie 

Several. years ago (see article -by W. T. Jackman, pro- 
fessor of commerce and economics in the University of 
Vermont, Traffic World. of .Aug. 23, 1918, page 420) ‘the 
British government asked the big shippers of the kingdom 
whether they would guarantee.to the canals if they should 
be rehabilitated by .new taxation. 50.per’ cent .of their 


tonnage. Another question was-whether they. would guar- 


antee 25 per cent. No definite and valuable promises 
were received, because the business men knew that in 
the contest between transportation methods the fittest had 
survived. In the competition with the English railways 
the canal had completely “lost out,” just as the waterways 
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have failed, under the supreme test of trial in this country. 

The present-day English merchant will not buy by the 
bargeload and provide the yardage, handling and housing 
facilities which the old canal system required. He can 
do a larger business now on a smaller investment. The 
coal dealer, for example, orders coal by telegraph or 
telephone and receives it in a day or two. Most, if not all, 
of it is taken direct from the cars by his customers and 
he has the money in his pocket before he has paid for 
the coal. He avoids a heavy investment in city real 
estate and in stock, and he keeps down taxes and the 
costs of storing and handling. 

Exactly the like conditions exist in this country. Busi- 
ness is done with relatively no storage. Stocks of goods 
are “turned” quickly. In Chicago a two-day blizzard im- 
peding transportation brings talk of a coal famine. Just 
recently, while a strike was threatened, a Chicago news- 
paper dispiayed in large type on its front page a showing 
that the city is never more than two or three days from 
want of most of the necessaries of life. The canal has 
no more place in the present-day high-pressure circulatory 
system of commercial America than the stage coach. 
Hence its ghsolescence. 

The royal commission of Snsiand reported that from 
all the evidence at hand there came the inevitable con- 
victioy,; that even if the canals were reconstructed they 
wov’.d not be a financial success. 

While England may be slow, it learns eventually, and 
thereby it gets the advantage over some other countries. 
It has declared, after full investigation by a government 
commission of one of the greatest waterway systems 
ever constructed, that as a means of transportation the 
eanal is a failure. 


DEFEATING THROUGH RATES 


Editor The Traffic World: 

In connection with the article in your issue of Septem- 
ber 23, relative to defeating higher through rates, it may 
be of interest to learn that some of the southwestern 
lines are soliciting patronage with the inducement that 
they will rebill such shipments where through rates may 
be defeated. 

‘This certainly indicates that all of carriers’ counsel do 
mot agree with the decisions rendered involving the ap- 
iplicability of intermediates as against through rates. 

N. E. Boucher, 
Secretary Cedarmen’s Traffic Association. 
Minneapolis, Minn., Sept. 25, 1916. 





BASIS OF VALUE IN L. & D. CLAIMS 


Editor The Traffic World: 

Would like to use your columns for discussion with 
interested traffic managers of the country of the question 
of “Basis of values—loss and damage claims.” 

There seems to be a difference of opinion as to the 
proper basis for values to be used in connection with 
loss and damage claims. As traffic managers for fruit 
and produce shippers, we see all classes of claims on 
such traffic and all basis of claims. We have found 
carriers are reluctant to admitting liability for more than 
the invoice value when an invoice has been issued. Judge 
Prewett ruled in Crenshaw vs. Southern Pacific, in part, as 
follows: , 

“This action is founded upon the provisions of the 
Hepburn act and a bill of lading issued in conformity 
with such act. Under the terms of the act all those por- 
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tions of the bill of lading that are inconsistent with the 
requirements of the act are by force thereof eliminated 
therefrom. The bill of lading stands, but the limitations 
therein that violate the Heyburn act are eliminated. 

“Ordinarily, if the plaintiff is made whole, he has no 
further grounds for complaint. 

“In this case, on full performance, the plaintiff would 
have received the full value of the fruit. If he shall 
receive the full value of the fruit, less the value which 
he actually received in its damaged condition, he will 
have received all that he could reasonably ask. 

“He would have received on full performance $2,300; 
he, in fact, received $693.88; he is entitled to a judgment 
for the difference.” 

Judge Prewett states specifically that the plaintiff is 
entitled to the difference between what the fruit was 
valued at and what he got for it, that part—“the full 
value of the fruit’—can mean nothing more or less than 
the market value. Inasmuch as the market plates the 
value, and on a claim filed for the account of the con- 
signee, we most certainly think this is the basis of value 
he is entitled to. it is different with the shipper with 
whom the railroad makes the contract; if the shipper 
places a certain value on his fruit, then that is all he 
could reasonably expect to receive for it, and he would 
not care whether the railroad paid it, or whether the 
consignee paid it. 

Let. us imagine the ordinary business man who is work- 
ing on a limited capital receiving a number of bad-order 
cars, arriving in such condition as to realize little more 
than freight, after waiting anywhere from six moths to 
a couple of years for his money, receives only the invoice 
value; he is out the difference between what he paid 
for the fruit and what he would have realized, the in- 
terest on his money for this period, his trouble and 
expense in securing the goods, and the worry and trouble 
that goes along with it. Many transactions of this kind 
would put the average man in the poorhouse, 

W. J. Weir, 
Traffic Manager, North American Claim Buréau. 
San Francigcd, Cal., Sept. 21, 1916, 


ENFORCING THE COMMERCE ACT. 


Editer, The T?Yaffic World: 

fa your editorial of September 23, “Defeating Higher 
Through Rates,” you propound some very interesting 
questions: 


“This communitation is Gértainly enlightening as to 
the practice im the movements our friend has described, 
but the result #% still further mystification as to certain 
processes @f rate regulation. Does the Commission know 
of these practices and refrain from stopping them merely 
betause some specific case has not been formally brought 
to its attention, or because proof is difficult, or does it 
hold that the principle announced in the Kanotex case 
applies merely to all-rail traffic? If so, why?” 

You answer these questions by a statement that it is 
not all true that most of the principles of regulation have 
been established, . 


The Interstate Commerce Law has been on the statue 
books for a great number of years and it has been sup- 
posed that since 1906 its provisions were being lived up to. 
The principal amendments to the act, to make it effective, 
have now been in effect over ten years. 

There are a number of situations somewhat similar to 
the one described in your editorial where the provisions 
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of the act are being continually violated and some of 
these violations are continuing on large quantities of 
traffic and continuing a number of years after decisions 
have been rendered announcing the opinions of the Com- 
mission on the subject. 

What seems peculiar about the whole matter is that 
some of these have been brought to the attention of in- 
dividual commissioners through conferences with car- 
riers’ representatives and by informal complaints of in- 
terested parties, and still tariffs are allowed to an tine 
containing provisions providing for t* assess ent ae 


ri) 
a 
charges on traffic handle’ at Gitat Lake ports and at 
Texas ports, w 


ch AIS fh ‘Accordance swith the Commis- 
sion’s Twins, an oh ‘ie ‘Other hand provisions are em- 
hediwd ih tariffs ‘Covering the identical kind of shipments 
‘that ‘Apply at some of the Atlantic ports—rules entirely 
contrary to the Commission’s opinions. 

It is estimated that on the total tonnage Handled at 
these Atlantic ports the sum of $1,806,000 is involved each 
year. A similar situation 48 embodied Ii Sther tabitts 
covering other deliveries at some Of thé Atlantic ports, 
which @ontain provisions which aré direct violations of one 
of the provisions of the Act, and the amount involved on 
this teidage amounts to $560,000 a year. 

This violation of the act was brought to the attéhtiod 
of the Commission in a case before them and it deciding 
the case the Commission’s only expré8sioi was that the 
direct point was not involved in the préstht proceedings. 

The Commission has itt 4 number of épinions directed 
the carriers to eea8é vidlating the act when their atten- 
tion Bas een Called to matters not involved in the case 
fader decision, 

It s¢ems td be the settled policy of the Commission not 
#6 ehforce the Act to regulate commerce until the sub- 
ject is covered by formal complaint in those cases where 
the violation has been in existence for years back, 

It would be interesting to know what riilés have beea 
adopted by the Commissioi té cover these matters and 
how they differ frém thoBe cAs8es that have been covered 
by investigations under géteral orders and how they differ 
from these ¢asés where the carriers and parties par- 
ticipating are indicted. 

The record of restricted rates goes to show how long 
it takes to wipe out illegal charges. The first decision or 
expression of the Commission oti this subject was rendered 
in November, 1898—6 I. C. C. 102. 

The priti¢cipal was passed on by the Supreme Court in 
1857, 167 U. S. 612, and decided by the Commission again 
- in 1905, in 11 I. C. C. 104, and again in 1908, 13 I. C. C. 651, 
again in 1909, 16 I. C. C. 216, again in 1910, in 18 I. C. C. 
154. It was again passed on by Supreme Court in 1912, 
225 U. S. 235, and there are to-day numerous tariffs, similar 
to those condemned still in effect, and allowed io con- 
tinue by the tacit consent of some of the members of the 
Commission. 

Probably the Newlands investigating committee will take 
these matters up when it meets November 20. 

F. W. PANCOAST. 

New York, N. Y., Sept. 27, 1916. 


CHANGES IN DOCKET. 

Hearing in I. and S. Docket No. 875, poles from Pacific 
coast, assigned for September 25, before Examiner Disque, 
-was canceled. 

Hearing in I. and S. Docket 838, fence posts from South- 
west, assigned for September 29 at Omaha, Neb., before 
Examiner Pattison, was canceled. 
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Misroating Perishable Goods: 

Nebraska.—Qiiestiod: “We shipped from one of our 
plants 10% cated in Kahsas, té Shréveport, La., four cases 
of butter, Tuy $8. Placed on the bill of lading specific 
réuting instructions as follows: ‘Union Pactfic Frt. Refg.- 
A. T. Co. at Katisas City, Cotton Belt Refg. at St. 
Louis. ’ Instead of observing these instructions, the ship- 
ment wié¥ed 6ver the St. L. S. W. and the Texas & 
Pacifie inté Shreveport. As a consequence the shipment 
did not reéeive any refrigeration protection, arrived at 
destination after 11 days in transit, butter being soft and 
in & melting tondition, and had to be sold as tub butter. 


“Our claim against the initial line is filed for loss 
account of deterioration, based on the difference of the 
invoice price of the butter from point of origin, plus 
freight and what the consignee actually got out of the 
butter. The initial line have declined our claim for the 
reason, they state, that routing instructions could not 
be carried out and a stamp was placed on the bill of 
lading, reading; “To be forwarded at owner’s risk of dam- 
age by heat or cold.’ Our routing on this shipment is 
identical with routing on similar shipments we have made 
t6 this point, there being refrigerator via the Cotton Belt 
route, but none via the Texas & Pacific. We take the 
position that our claim should be allowed, and believe that 
I. C. C. Conference Ruling 474, in Supplement 2 to Bul- 
letin No. 6, would cover the matter. We were not noti- 
fied that the shipmcnt would not be handled according 
to the routing shown on the bill of lading.” 


Answer: While rule 474, Conference Rulings Bulletin 
6, has application only to such claims for damages as 
result from excessive freight charges by reason of the 
carrier’s misrouting of the shipment, and not to claims 
for damages resulting from an injury to the goods, yet 
it correctly reflects the obligation of carriers as con- 
strued by the courts in the latter kind of cases. The 
law requires a carrier to furnish refrigeration where it 
is necessary for the safe transportation of perishable 
goods. By virtue of the care for the preservation of 
goods transported by them which is required of carriers, 
a railroad receiving butter for shipment south in summer 
is bound to ship the same in such manner as to prevent 
injury by heating. Beard vs. Ili. Central R. R. Co., 79 
Ia. 518. See also the Commission ruling in Arlington 
Heights Fruit Exchange vs. S. P. Co., 20 I. C. C., 116 
(see Traffic World of Feb. 25, 1911, page 282). This 
duty is all the more imperative where the skipper has 
requested refrigeration, and where onrree™ tarins provide 
for it. 


In the shipment in oni the shipper’s routing in- 
structions appear to. have been via a practical and avail- 
able route; in fact, more so than the route over which 
the shipment moved, and it is our opinion that the carrier 
both misrouted the shipment, and failed in its common 
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law duty to properly preserve the same, and is, therefore, 
liable for the injury resulting therefrontf. 


* . * 
Consignee’s Liability for Undercharges. 


ilinois—Question: “In your issue of September 16, 
page 633, you cite a case in Pennsylvania where it is 
our understanding that the consignee is not responsible 
for undercharges, or the carriers may deliver freight to 
him without tthe collection of freight charges. 

“We have a case where a man shipped us a package 
of freight to be sold on commission; we sent blank check 
to the carrier for charges; he filled same in, and after 
four years their company comes to us and states that 
we are liable for undercharge; the shipper is out of 
business; we were his agent. The carriers cite us the 
case of Union Pacific vs. American Smelting Co., 202 
Fed, Rep. 720; also case of Singer vs. Merchants’ Des- 
patch and Transportation Co., 191 Mass. 449; also case 
Pennsylvania R. R. vs. Titus, 216 New York 17; also 
N. Y., N. H. & H. vs. Sampson, 110 N. E. 964 and 965” 

Answer: You have misconstrued our answer to “Penn- 
sylvania,” published on page 633 of the Sept. 16 1916, 
issue of The Traffic World. The purport of this answer is 
that the failure or refusal of the consignee to pay under- 
charges does not ordinarily exempt the consignor from 
paying the same. The law holds both the consignor and 
the consignee liable for freight charges; the former as 
the party with whom the contract for carriage is made 
and the latter as the presumptive owner of the goods. 
If the consignee accepts the shipment, even though he 
is acting as agent for the owner, he would be liable for 
the freight charges, unless the carrier knew that he was 
acting merely as agent. See Hutchinson on Carriers, 3d 
Edition, sections 807, 811, with authorities cited. 

Michie’ on Carriers, Vol. 2, section 1548, says: ‘Where 
a consignee, though a factor only, has full notice of all 
the facts, and obtains the goods under the bill of lading, 
and on the obvious undertaking to pay the freight, and 
pays on the carrier’s requirement at the time of delivery 
all the freight that the carrier supposed to be due, the 
consignee is properly held for any balance of freight, as 
well as demurrage, that may be actually owing according 
to the terms of the bill of lading.” Again, “where a 
railway company by reason of a mistake collects less 
from the consignor than the rate fixed by the U. S. 
laws on a shipment of goods and the goods have been 
delivered to the consignee, an action will lie against 
the consignee for the balance due, notwithstanding there 
was an agreement between the consignee and the con- 
signor that the consignor was to pay freight charges.” 
See cases cited. 

As a consequence, if the statute of limitations in the 
state in which the action is threatened to be brought has 
not barred the same, the consignee will ‘be liable under 
the circumstances you mention. . 

a7 * . 


Fallure of Reconsignment Account Carrier’s Agent. 


Alabama.—Question: “Practically all ¢arrfers carry rules 
in their reconsigning tariffs reading approximately as 
follows: (A) The A. & B. R.’R., upon'request of shipper 
or consignee, will make diligent effort to reconsign car- 
load shipments, as hereinbefore specified, subject to the 
conditions named in these rules, viz., (B) -provided, that 
if the agent of the A. & B. R. R. fails ‘to locate and 
reconsign a shipment this company will not be responsible 
for such failure. 

“We want to know if the above will protect a carrier 
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in an instance where such carrier was given ample time 
to make reconsignment and where the carrier admits that 
reconsignment was not made, due to the fact that one of 
their agents overlooked instructions that had been given 
to him. It occurs to us that we have seen something cov- 
ering the exact point involved in your publication, but 
we have no idea how to locate same at this time.” 

Answer: In the case of Reeves Coal Co. vs. Pere 
Marquette Railroad Co. et al., 34 I. C. C., 621 (see Traffic 
World, July 24, 1915, page 202), reparation was awarded 
where the carrier failed to effect reconsignment in ac- 
cordance with shipper’s instructions. The carrier’s de- 
fense was based on its tariff provision reading: “When 
requests are made for reconsignment of coal, coke or 
iron ore in transit, this company will make reasonable 
efforts to stop cars on its line and forward to new des- 
tination, but will not be responsible in cases of failure 
on the part of any of its employes to make such recon- 
signment.” 

The Commission held that “this provision is both in- 
sufficient and unreasonable.” It affords the widest op- 
portunity for unjust discrimination between shippers and 
represents an attempt to evade responsibiilty which the 
law requires to be assumed. It should be revised to make 
shippers’ right under it definite and certain, and to elimi- 
nate the Pere Marquette’s attempt to disclaim responsi- 
bility for the acts, neglects or omisisons of its agents.” 

* * * 
Recitals in Pomerene Bill Relative to Quantity, Etc. 


Kentucky.—Question: “We have noted with a great 
deal of interest the articles with reference to the Pom- 
erene bill of lading bill, and, if we understand it cor- 
rectly, this bill will cause many changes in the present 
manner of handling shipment, particularly carloads that 
are loaded, sealed and shipped without inspection or count 
by the railroads. 


“You, of course, are familiar with the many difficulties 
that grain receivers have on shortage in grain weights. 
Carriers in a great many instances refuse to pay any 
claims for loss in weight, unless leakage is noted, claim- 
ing that variations of scales, etc., is the cause of the 
apparent loss. Under the Pomerene bill, it seems to 
us, that the carriers will be obliged to deliver at des- 
tination the same amount of grain as bill of lading calls 
for, which will mean that they will have to supervise 
more carefully the loading and weighing of the’ grain, and 
that they will be entirely responsible for any loss, whether 
leakage is noted or not, in transit. What is your opinion 
of this?” 


Answer: It is not our opinion that the purpose of the 
Pomerene bill is conclusively to hold the carrier to a 
delivery of the exact quantity of property that is deliv- 
ered to it at point of shipment. Section 21 of that bill 
substantially provides that when package or bulk freight 
is loaded by the shipper and the goods are described in 
the bill of lading to be of a certain kind, or quantity, or 
in a certain condition, that such statements shall not 
make the carrier liable, if true, that the goods are not 
of the kind, quantity or condition as stated. That on 
such freight loaded: by the shipper who maintains ade- 
quate weighing facilities, the carrier shall ascertain the 
kind and quantity of bulk freight, and in such Cases 
must not insert-in the bill of lading the words “Shipper’s 
weight.” Section 22 provides that the carrfer shall be 
liable to a bona fide -holder of ‘an order bill for ‘damages 
caused. by the non-receipt by the carrier of goods repre- 
sented by the bill of lading as having been received. 
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Under these sections the carrier may in straight con- 
signments still show that the quantity recited in the bill 
of lading was not in fact received by it; but in order 
consignments where the holder of the bill has given 
value in good faith and relies upon the bills’ recitals, 
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the carrier will be liable for damages caused by the non- 
receipt of the goods described in the bill as having been 
received at the time of its issue, a recital under such 
circumstances being equivalent to a fraud on the innocent 
holder of an order bill. 


= 
Loss and Damage Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 
(Digests taken from Regertas and Digests of National Reporter System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright, 1916, by West Publishing Co.) 
s-—— = 


DELAY IN TRANSPORTATION AND DELIVERY. 
Damages: 

(Ct. of Apps. of Maryland.) Evidence as to the market 
value of the beans at destination when the car should 
have arrived and at the time of their delivery after the 
market was admissible to fix the measure of damages.— 
Stevens vs. Northern Cent. Ry. Co., 98 Atlantic 551. 
Evidence: 

(Ct. of Apps. of Maryland.) The original account of 
sales of the car containing the beans was admissible, 
but.a copy thereof from the books or other records would 
be inadmissible-——Stevens vs. Northern Cent. Ry. Co., 98 
Atlantic 551. 

Liability: 

(Ct. of Apps. of Maryland.) Notwithstanding the ab- 
sence of any special agreement indorsed on the bill of 
lading that the carrier should be bound to transport wax 
beans in time for any particular market, it was bound 
to carry them and deliver them with reasonable dispatch, 
and, for a breach of such duty, would be liable in dam- 
ages for loss to the shipper from a fall in the market 
price, or damage to the goods, or from a combination of 
such causes.—Stevens vs. Northern Cent. Ry. Co., 98 
Atlantic 551. 

Time: ; 

(Ct. of Apps. of Maryland.) In an action for delay in 
the delivery of a shipment’ of wax beans resulting in 
their selling at less than if they had been forwarded with 
reasonable dispatch, evidence held to make the carrier’s 
due care in delivering them within a reasonable time 
and with reasonable dispatch a question for the jury.— 
Stevens vs. Northern Cent. Ry. Co.,; 98 Atlantic 551. 

Evidence as to the time ordinarily required to deliver 
them at such destination was admissible.—Id. 

Schedules showing the usual time, necessary for trans- 
portation to market were admissible.—Id. 


CARRIAGE OF LIVE STOCK. 
Damages: 

(Circuit Ct. of Apps., Ninth Circuit.) In an action for 
negligently unloading cattle for rest in pens which were 
dusty and unprotected from the sun, evidence that the 
pens were similar to pens on other portions of the car- 
rier’s line is inadmissible, for it is no defense to the 
negligence charged that the carrier was guilty of similar 
acts of negligence——Southern Pac. Co. vs. Stewart, 233 
Fed. 956. 

Where a contract for the shipment of live stock fixed 
the maximum recovery at $30 per head for cattle injured 
or lost, a recovery for injuries to cattle may be had, 
though the value of the animals after the injuries exceeded 
the value fixed, the provision not fixing the maximum 
value for death and a proportional recovery for injuries. 
—Id. 





Though a shipping contract provided that the damages 
should be adjusted on the basis of the value of the ani- 
mals at the time and place of shipment, a carrier cannot 
complain, in an action for injuries to a shipment of cattle, 
that damages were assessed on the basis of the value 
of the animals at the place of destination, evidence thereof 
being received without objection, and there being no show- 
ing that the value at the place of shipment differed from 
that at the place of destination.—Id. 


Food, Rest, Etc.: 

(Cireuit Ct. of Apps., Ninth Circuit.) The Twenty-Hight 
Hour act (June 29, 1906, c. 3594, 1, 34 Stat. 607 (Comp. 
St. 1913, 8651)), requiring the unloading of cattle for 
resting and feeding within that time unless the shipper 
consents that they be carried for a continuous period of 
36 hours, requires the cattle to be unloaded in properly 
equipped pens for resting, watering and feeding, and a 
carrier cannot justify its act in unloading in hot and 
dusty pens by reason of the law.—Southern Pac. Co. vs. 
Stewart, 233 Fed. 956. 


In an action for injuries to cattle which were unloaded 
for rest and food in a hot, dusty pen; unprotected from 
the sun, where until that time they were in good condi- 
tion, the court cannot as a matter of law hold that the 
injuries to the cattle resulted, not from the place of 
unloading, but because they were transported from a cool 
climate to a hot, dry one.—Id. 


Where the claim for injuries to cattle was that they 
were unloaded in hot, dusty pens, unprotected from the 
sun, an instruction on the shipper’s failure to discharge 
his duty to load and reload the cattle at resting places 
en route is inapplicable to the evidence, and properly 
refused.—Id. 


Where a shipper claimed that his cattle were injured 
because the carrier negligently unloaded them to water, 
feed, and rest in pens unprotected from the hot sun, an 
instruction to find for the carrier if it was more humane 
to unload the animals as done than to have continued 
the journey is improper, as ignoring the right of the ship- 
per to control the shipment and require direct transporta- 
tion upon executing a release for injuries for confinement 
beyond the 28-hour period.—Id. 


Notice of Injury: 


(Circuit Ct. of Apps., Ninth Circuit.) Where a carrier 
was well acquainted with the injuries to plaintiff’s cattle, 
and frequent communications were interchanged, the car- 
rier’s liability being recognized, recovery by the shipper 
cannot be defeated on the ground that he failed to give 
written notice within ten days after unloading at destina- 
tion, as required by the contract of shipment.—Southern 
Pac. Co. vs. Stewart, 233 Fed. 956. 
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COTTON FACTORY PRODUCTS 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Butlding, Washington, D. C. 


Central Freight Association railroads, September 28, in 
a hearing held by Attorney-Examiner Watkins, put for- 
ward their justification for advances on cotton factory 
products published by southern carriers. The tariffs pro- 
posing the increases are suspended in I. and S. No. 870. 
Tne case is an echo of the Five Per Cent case, and of the 
advances resulting from the Commission’s decision in the 
matter of fourth section violations in the southeast. 

While the tariffs were fiied by southern lines, as origi- 
nators of the traffic, the benefits thereof would inure to the 
lines north of the Ohio River, The northern lines con- 
strained their southern connections to publish advances 
for two purposes. The first is to enable the northern lines 
to reap the benefit of the Five Per cent case decision, 9n 
cotton factory products coming into Central Freight Asso- 
ciation territory from the south. The second is to get 
rid, so far as Central Freight Association lines can, of a 
20-cent proportional applying from the Ohio River to 
Chicago, Fort Wayne, Detroit, Toledo, Akron and 
Cleveiand. 

That proportional is to be taken out at all the points 
mentioned except Chicago. The Illinois Central, in con- 
cert with the Frisco, while the latter controlled the Cai- 
cago & Eastern Illinois, established the 20-cent propor- 
tional. It has refused to join in its abolition, such as is 
proposed in the tariffs suspended in I. and S. No. 870. 
Inasmuch as that carrier is not proposing to take it out at 
Chicago the other carriers are in the position of either 


meeting it at Chicago or retiring from the business of 
hauling southern cotton factory products to Chicago. They 
prefer to remain in that business, hence the proposition 
that it shall be.taken from the five points other than 
Chicago. ‘ 

The justifying lines were represented by M. B. Pierce, 
while E. D. Mohr appeared for the Louisville & Nashville 


and E. H. Hart for other southern lines. William A. Wim- 
bish appeared for protesting shippers in the South, while 
H. G. Wilson of Toledo, D. F. Hurd of Cleveland and John 
F. McNally of Detroit were present and prepared to re- 
sist the elimination of the “favored five,” as the railroad 
men called the cities that had received the benefit of the 
20-cent proportional rate established north of the Ohio by 
the Illinois Central and the Frisco. 


The traffic men of the justifying roads took the stand 
at the morning session of September 28. O. S. Lewis, 
assistant general freight agent of the B. & O. S. W., was 
the first. F. G. Lantz, holding a similar office in the Erie 
lines, west, and H. C. Oliver, for the Pennsylvania lines, 
west, presented statistical data showing the undue prefer- 
ence the northern roads have béen giving the “favored 
five” through the weakness, as they claimed, of the traffic 
men, who thought it necessary for them to break down 
the method of making rates applying across the Ohio 
River by extending the proportional to points other than 
Chicago. The other points in Central Freight Association 
territory are on the basis of a combination of the rates 
to and from the river. Either the northern lines, it was 
said, would have to give all the points north of the river 
the benefit of the proportional applying to Chicago and 
the “favored five,” or they would have to withdraw it 
to the five at which the competition of the Illinois Central 
is not so obvious as at Chicago. 

As indicated by the cross-examination by H. G. Wilson, 
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the shippers north and south of the Ohio had made up 
their minds to attack the proposed advances as unjust 
and unreasonable rates, as well as in violation of the lonz 
and short haul part of the fourth section. Mr. Wilson 
pointed out that rates from Atlanta to Chicago are pub- 
lished via Toledo. At present the any-quantity rate appli- 
cable over that route is 55 cents. The proposed rates to 
Chicago will be 55 cents, less than carload, and 52, and 
the carload rate to Toledo, 61.4 cents. He suggested that 
Chicago, under the proposed adjustment, will be the heel 
of the boot, while the toe will be applied to Toledo. [le 
also characterized the case as the upside-down part of 
the southeastern fourth section violation case. 

Messrs. Hurd, Wilson and McNally were fortified with 
statistics showing the hurt they claim will come to the 
cities now on the Chicago proportional basis by being 
placed on the Ohio River combination of locals, plus the 
5 per cent allowed the northern carriers in the advance 
rate case of 1914. 


CHANGE IN RULES OF PRACTICE 
(Circular sent to members by officers of the National Industrial 
Traffic League.) 

At the meeting of the League held at Detroit, Aug. 10 
and 11, 1916, the chairman of the legislative committee 
directed the attetnion of the membership to changes pro- 
posed by the Interstate Commerce Commission in rules 
3 and 13 to Rules of Practice in proceedings before that 
body. After some discussion it was decided that the 
subject should be placed on the docket for consideration 
at the annual meeting in November, and that, in the 
meantime, the matter should be called to the attention 

of the members by circular letter. 

The Commission gives the following explanation in re- 
spect to the proposed changes: 


Proposed Amendment of the Rules of Practice. 

“The Commission has become convinced that no ade- 
quate analysis of rate compilations or tabulated state- 
ments offered as exhibits can ordinarily be made at the 
hearing of a case when such rate compilations or tabu- 
lated statements have not been filed and served prior 
to that time. It is therefore proposed to amend the 
Rules of Practice so as to require the filing and service 
of rate compilations and tabulated statements in advance 
of the hearing. Before adopting such an amendment the 
Commission desires to test its practicability and requests 
that such compilations or tabulated statements be filed 
as though the amendments shown below were now in 
effect. The Commission further requests that its atten- 
tion be directed to situations in which the proposed re- 
quirements are found objectionable. 

Proposed Amendment to Rule III. 

“To each complaint must be attached a descriptive list 
of such rate compilations and tabulated statements as 
are filed therewith in accordance with rule XIII, as 
amended. 

Proposed Amendment to Rule XIII 


“All rate compilations and tabulated statements which 
the complainant intends to offer in evidence must be filed 
with the Commission at the time complaint is filed, and 
any compilations and statements which the defendant 
desires to submit in answer thereto must be filed with 
the Commission within 30 days thereafter. Similar data 
in rebuttal must be filed with the Commission 15 days 
after the service of the tabulations filed by the defendants. 

“In investigation and suspension cases the respondents 
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must file with the Commission all rate compilations and 
tabulated statements which they intend to offer in evi- 
dence within 15 days from the date of service of suspen- 
sion order upon their agents in Washington. Protestants 
must file any compilations or statements they desire to 
submit in answer thereto within 30 days thereafter. Simi- 
lar data in rebuttal must be filed with the Commission 
15 days after the service of the tabulations filed by the 
protestants: These periods will not be extended except 
upon application to the Commission and for good cause 
shown. 

“Five copies of all compilations and statements referred 
to in the two preceding paragraphs must be filed with 
tne Commission, and the Commission will supply three 
copies thereof to opposing counsel upon request. In spe- 
cial cases the Commission may require additional copies 
to be furnished. 

“Except where such compilations and statements are 
filed with the complaint, a notice describing such com: 
pilations and statements must be served upon all adverse 
parties.” 

For the benefit of those members who were not in at- 
tendance at the Detroit meeting, above referred to, a 
synopsis has been prepared of the discussion which took 
place at that meeting in respect to this subject matter, as 
follows: 

Some of the members objected to the proposed rules on 
the ground that a shipper in filing complaint would be 
compelled to present his principal data to the carriers 
before the case came on for hearing, holding that any 
party to the complaint should have the privilege and 
right to present at the hearing any data which bears on 
the subject, whether or not said data has been previously 
submitted to the carriers at the time of filing complaint. 
Statement was made it could not be properly held 
that any case from which a material fact had been ex- 
cluded could be said to have been properly treated or 
that the conclusion in that case was a proper one. Some 
of the members were opposed to the rule on the ground 
that it would tend to curtail the freedom of presentation 
of facts berore the Commission. It was further stated 
one of the rules of the iaw of pleadings is that the plead- 
ings must contain only the facts that constitute the cause 
of action and that evidential facts have no place in the 
pleadings, which in this instance would be the petition or 
the complaint filed with the Commission. 


Other members of the League were of the opinion that 
the proposed rules, if made effective, would be of con- 
siderable benefit to the shippers in connection with I. and 
S. cases. In any event the carriers would be governed 
by the same rules. It was pointed out that in many in- 
stances the carriers file voluminous exhibits in I. and S. 
cases, thus making it necessary to ask for postponed 
hearings that shippers may have an opportunity to analyze 
such exhibits. Statement was made that inasmuch as 
most of the larger and important cases before the Com- 
mission are I. and S. cases, under the working out of 
the proposed rules shippers would be better off than 
under the present mode of procedure. With respect to 
formal complaints, substantially every shipper knows in 
a general way what evidence he is going to rely upon 
and is in position to prepare his principal exhibits in 
advance. The proposed rules simply require that the 
exhibits be prepared and filed with the complaint instead 
of waiting until the case comes on for hearing. Further- 
more, if after the complainant’s evidence has been intro- 
duced it develops other evidence is required in rebuttal, 
such data could be submitted orally at the hearing, or, it 
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is very likely, consent could be secured from the Com- 
mission permitting such exhibits to be filed at the time 
of hearing. Under the proposed rules the points at issue 
will be more clearly defined and both sides will have a 
clearer understanding of the questions involved. 

You are urged to give this matter careful consideration 
and be prepared to express your views in respect to the 
proposed changes at the annual meeting to be held at 
Chicago some time next November. 


STATEMENT OF OWNERSHIP 


Management, circulation, etc., required by the act of 
Congress of Aug. 24, 1912, of The Traffic World, pub- 
lished weekly, at Chicago, Illinois, for Oct. 1, 1916. 


State of Illinois 
County of Cook 

Before me, a notary public, in‘ and for the state and 
county aforesaid, personally appeared William C. Tyler, 
who, having been duly sworn according to law, deposes 
and says that he is the treasurer of The Traffic World, 
and that the following is, to the best of his knowledge 
and belief, a true statement of the ownership, manage- 
ment, etc., of the aforesaid publication for the date shown 
in the above caption, required by the Act of Aug. 24, 
1912, embodied in section 443, Postal Laws and Regula- 
tions, printed on the reverse of this form, to wit: 

1. That the names and addresses of the publisher, 
editor, managing editor, and business managers are: 

Publisher, The Traffic Service Bureau, 418 So. Market 
St., Chicago, IIl. : 

Editor, Henry A. Palmer, 926 Glengyle Place, Chicago, III. 

Managing editor, none. 

Business manager, E. C. Van Arsdel, 4432 Evans Ave., 
Chicago, Ill. 

2. That the owners are: 

E. F. Hamm, 1542 Sherwin St., Chicago, II. 

William Eastman, Evanston, III. 

William C. Tyler, La Grange, II. 

Cc. J. Fellows, Cleveland, O. 

Charles Conradis, Washington, D. C. 

W. P. Marsh, Evanston, III. 

3. That the known bondholders, mortgagees, and other 
security holders owning or holding 1 per cent or more 
of total amount of bonds, mortgages, or other securities 
are: None. 

4. That the two paragraphs next above, giving the names 
of the owners, stockholders, and security holders, if any, 
contain not only the list of stockholders and security hold- 
ers as they appear upon the books of the company, but 
also, in cases where the stockholder or security holder ap- 
pears upon the books of the company as trustee or in 
any other fiduciary relation, the name of the person or 
corporation for whom such trustee is acting, is given; 
also that the said two paragraphs contain statements 
embracing affiant’s full knowledge and belief as to the 
circumstances and conditions under which stockholders 
and security holders who do not appear upon the books 
of the company as trustees, hold stock and securities in 
a capacity other than that of a bona fide owner; and 
this affiant has no reason to believe that any other person, 
association or corporation has any interest direct or indi- 
rect in the said stock, bonds or other securities than as 
so stated by him. 

William C. Tyler, Treas. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 25th day of 
September, 1916. 

E. C. Van Arsdel. 
(My commission expires Feb. 16, 1920.) 
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SHREVEPORT CASE PRINCIPLES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Busiding, Washington, D. C. 


Litigation in three states caused by orders of the Com- 
mission is coming to a point where it soon will be pos- 
sible to know whether the Commission has gone too far 
in its moves to carry out the principles enunciated in 
the original Shreveport case. The cases to which ref- 
erence is made are in Texas, South Dakota and Nebraska. 

Two suits were started respecting the conflict between 
Texas and the national regulating body. One has been 
dismissed and action may be taken on the other soon. 
Circuit Judge Pardee, early in September, issued a re- 
straining order forbidding the Texas commissioners to 


bring suits against the East Texas or other railroads for . 


the imposition of penalties for failing to put into effect 
Texas Commission General Order No. 5060, or from bring- 
ing suit against them for penalties for putting into effect 
the rates ordered, on hauls in Texas, by the national Com- 
mission in its latest order in the Shreveport case July 7. 

Judge Pardee and two other judges scheduled a hearing 
on that case for Atlanta September 28, at which time 
the Texas commissioners were to show cause why the 
injunction sought by the railroads should not be issued. 
Some time after the restraining order was issued by Judge 
Pardee the same railroads applied to Judge Russell in 
the western district of Texas for a restraining order of 
the same import against the Texas commissioners. That 
judge refused to have anything to do with the matter on 
the ground that, Judge Pardee having acted, there was 
no reason why he should get into the controversy. 

It is suspected the application was made to Judge Rus- 
sell for no reason other than that the Texas com- 
missioners, after Judge Pardee had acted, criticized Mr. 
Garwood, attorney for the railroads, for going away off 
to Atlanta to ask for a restraining order. One of the 
commissioners, Mayfield, sarcastically asked why Mr. Gar- 
wood had gone to Georgia, when, by walking across the 
street from his home, he could have found a “perfectly 
good Texan” having all the powers of a federal court 
sitting in equity. Mr. Garwood, before that time, had 
said he had gone to Georgia because the federal judge 
living across the street from him did not happen to be 
at home at the time he was ready to file his bill asking 
that the Texas commissioners be restrained. Refusal by 
Judge Russell to take jurisdiction in a controversy already 
under consideration by Judge Pardee, it is believed, puts 
the Texas railroads beyond the range of criticism for hav- 
ing gone outside the state for the relief they think they 
are entitled to receive. 


In South Dakota the attorney-general and the railroad 
commissioners have sued out an injunction forbidding 
the express companies to charge express rates on hauls 
within the state other than those prescribed by the state 
commissioners. The American and Wells Fargo com- 
panies have also gone into court asking for injunctions 
forbidding the state authorities to interfere with them in 
putting into effect rates prescribed by the federal Com- 
mission. 

In Nebraska the state commissioners have asked the 
state courts to forbid the collection of any rates on hauls 
within the state, other than those prescribed by the state 
commissioners. Inasmuch as the railroads are only now 
beginning to file tariffs naming new rates for use in Ne- 
braska, the critical part of the litigation in that state is 
likely to be long deferred. 

The Texas commissioners are now trying to assure the 
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effectiveness of commodity rates prescribed by them prior 
to August 28. Some time before the issuance of the last 
order in the Shreveport case, the Texas commissioners, in 
an effort to avoid the blow which fell on them July 7, 
decided to allow commodity rates in the eastern part of 
Texas to be advanced 10 per cent. They thought the 
railroads, shippers and federal Commission would accept 
them as a compromise between the old Texas rates and 
rates made on the basis indicated by the Commission in 
its first supplemental Shreveport case. 

When the Commission issued its mileage scale of July 
7, Opinion No. 3096, the Texans, to show their displeasure, 
it is suspected, withdrew the 10 per cent advance. By 
means of General Order No. 5060, they re-established the 
old commodity rates. 

The Texas law prescribes terrific penalties for failure 
to observe rates made by the Texas commission. The 
discrimination against Shreveport was continued a long 
time unwillingly, the carriers said, because they were 
afraid to run the risk of incurring the Texas penalties. 
Now, however, Judge Pardee has put out a restraining 
order, not only forbidding the imposition of those pen- 
alties, but also forbidaing the Texas officials doing any- 
thing to prevent the railroads putting into operation the 
rates prescribed by the federal Commission as rates that 
will remove discrimination against Shreveport. 


ANTI-TRUST LAW FOLLY 


(Chicago Daily News) 

It is, of course, absurd that the federal anti-trust law 
should apply to public utilities of any kind. Public utili- 
ties ought to be conducted, under strict government 
regulation, on a monopoly basis. Railroads, telegraph 
companies and telephone companies are different in 
nature from ordinary business undertakings that are nat- 
urally and properly competitive. Yet prosecutions of rail- 
roads for violation of the anti-trust law have been fol- 
lowed by decisions hailed as public victories. These 
decisions have proved barren of results beneficial to the 
public. 

Chicago is the latest victim of this unwise policy of 
the national government as embodied in the anti-trust 
law. Fear that the law might be held to prevent the 
merger of local telephone companies has prevented the 
sale of the automatic telephone plant of the Illinois Tun- 
nel Company to the American Telegraph and Telephone 
Company, the parent Bell concern. The Chicago City 
Council, after much labor, passed an ordinance author- 
izing the merger on terms that safeguarded public in- 
terests. The public utilities commission of the state gave 
its approval to the merger. But because the Attorney- 
General of the United States refused to make known his 
attitude toward the transaction the parties refused to 
proceed with it. The Attorney-General did not condemn 
the merger; he simply declined to pass upon it in ad- 
vance of formal complaint. This sufficed to kill the 
ordinance, which clearly was in the public interest. 

The result is that the city loses the $500,000 com- 
pensation for its grant of authority to merge the rival 
telephone corporations. The [Illinois Tunnel Company 
will lose heavily through depreciation in the value of 
its property and there is a prospect of another disagree- 
able controversy between the city and the distressed cor- 
poration over the disposition of its remaining assets. 

The anti-trust law ought to be so amended that it will 
cease to apply to public utilities, which are recognized 
by all authorities as natural monopolies. 
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Help for Traffic Man 


This department is conducted by a traffic man of long experience 
and wide knowledge. In it he will answer questions relating to 
practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the place of 
the traffic man, but to help him in his work. We reserve the right 
to refuse to answer any questions that we judge it unwise to answer 
or that involve situations that are too complex for the kind of inves- 
tigation contemplated. Questions will be answered as promptly as 
possible. No answers will be given by mail. 


Address “HeJp for Traffic Man,” The Traffic Service Bureau, 
418 S. Market St., Chicago, Ill. 


Storage of Private Cars. 

Q.—I avail myself of the opportunity offered to inquire 
about the charges that American railroads assess for 
storing private line cars upon their tracks. We have a 
large number of private tank cars on deposit on our rails 
during the “dead season”—the time between sugar har- 
vests—and in order to arrive at an equitable storage 
charge should like to know the rate assessed in the states. 

A.—It is understood that the cars in question would 
be subject to the National Car Demurrage Rules, which 
provide for a charge of $1 per car per day or fraction of 
a day until cars are released. 


Cancellation of Tariff. 


Q.—On page 481, your issue August 19, you answer 
question as to cancellation of tariff by stating: 

“When conflicting rates are published and the new rate 
does not specifically cancel the old one, the old rate, 
whether higher or lower than the new rate, remains in 
force until it is specifically canceled.” 

This apparently sets aside the principle that where 
conflicting rates are published. between two points for 
the same commodity under generally similar conditions, 
the lower governs. We have never understood that the 
time of publication would affect the foregoing principle. 

As you now state the case, in the event there are con- 
i.cting rates published between two points on the same 
commodity under generally similar conditions, the one 
first published is the effective rate. 

Sometimes, however, tariffs reach the stage through re- 
issue where it is impossible to say, without burrowing 
into files, frequently inaccessible, where original rate of 
publication of any item was. Would then priority of 
publication govern just the same, even though no direct 
reference in that particular tariff would explain as to the 
dates? In other words, if there are conflicting rates must 
the shipper search the records until he finds which was 
published first in order to determine which he may safely 
use? 

A.—It is not true that where conflicting rates are pub- 
lished the older one applies in all cases. Where con- 
flicting rates are published and the new rate fails specific- 
ally to cancel the old one, the old rate is applicable. 
Where conflicting rates are published in the same tariff 
the lower rate applies. 


COAL RATE CASES 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D:-C. 


Examiner Marshall, for the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, on September 25, resumed-hearings in the large 
collection of coal rate cases, Detroit being his base of 
operations in- that resumption of hostilities between the 
Ohio and Pittsburgh field miners on one hand and the 
West Virginia, Kentucky and Tennessee miners on the 
other. There was a promise, long before the Detroit hear- 
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ings were begun, that attorneys for the Ohio and Pitts- 
burg coal interests would undertake to inject the Sherman 
anti-trust law into the case on the theory that the pro- 
posed increases from the Pittsburgh field were the result 
of a combination among the carriers acting on agreements 
made after many consultations. 

The Pittsburgh operators were irritated over the fact 
that when the carriers undertook the readjustment of 
rates, they filed tariffs increasing rates from the Pitts- 
burgh district as well as from West Virginia. They 
wanted West Virginia rates increased and Pittsburgh and 
Ohio left on the present levels, or, if the West Virginia 
rates were to be regarded as reasonable, then the Ohio 
and Pittsburgh rates decreased. 

There never was a more complicated situation than 
that with which Examiner Marshall is undertaking to 
deal. Basically, nearly every well-informed man about 
the Commission recognizes that the fundamental proposi- 
tion is commercial rather than transportation; that no 
matter what rates may be made from Ohio some carrier 
serving West Virginia mines is going to bring rates from 
that part of the competing territory down to the present 
spread between the three fields. That was the fact after 
the Commission made its order in the Boileau rate case 
and there is no reason for believing any result differing 
from that would follow an order again reducing Ohio 
rates, or a permit allowing an increase in West Virginia 
rates. : 

All except the radical professional conservationists rec- 
ognize the fact that more coal can be produced from 
present openings than could be used; that operators take 
out only that coal which they think can be sold at a 
profit under existing prices; that they leave in the earth 
the great quantities of fuel upon which the conservation- 
ists base their denunciations, and finally, that little can 
be done, if anything, by the rate Commission, to change 
conditions. But Examiner Marshall cannot get rid of 
his burden in that way. He must go forward with it 
because the formal complaints have been accepted by the 
Commission and some disposition must be made of them. 


The Federal Trade Commissioners are investigating the 
situation from the point of view of economists. They 
know the intimations and insinuations about a trust in the 
bituminous field are far-fetched and based on the fact 
that in certain limited areas one of the big soft coal com- 
panies has an advantage over competitors. Chairman 
Hurley is giving the matter his personal attention. He 
has interviewed coal mine operators in nearly every dis- 
trict in the country. 

There is a possibility that the Trade Commission may 
hold hearings at which the economic side of the matter 
will be brought out, some time before Examiner Marshall 
is able to make up his compilation of facts on which he 
thinks the Interstate Commerce Commission should base 
its decision. 


PERMIT-TO-SHIP COMPLAINT#™ 

THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 

Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

A formal attack on the permit-to-ship system inaugu- 
rated’ by the New York Central, and now applying, so 
far as knowh, to shipments of fron, steel and hay, has 
been made by the New York Hay Exchange’ Association, 


in formal complaiht, No. 9182. The assertion is that 
the regulation of shipments in that way is unjust, ‘un- 
reasonable and unduly discriminatory.’ The complaining 
association, in its petition to the Interstate Commerce 
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Commission, asKed it forthwith to order the discontinu- 
ance of the system or to apply to the federal court for 
the southern district of New York for an injunction having 
the same effect. 

The petition was signed September 20. Thus far the 
Commission has done nothing other than place the com- 
plaint on its files. No action other than that is thought 
likely. 

It is the belief of the New York Central, and it is 
acting upon it, that during the existence of the immense 
volume of business, it has the right to parcel: out its 
transportation facilities on a percentage basis and to 
refuse shipments not made in accordance with the rules 
and regulations it has adopted or may adopt. 

Not a ton of iron or steel is being accepted for ship- 
ment to New York, for export, except on permit issued 
by the Central, which, in turn, co-operates with repre- 
sentatives of the allied governments, permits being issued 
only when the British consul-general, or his representa- 
tive, designates the ship on which shipments of iron and 
steel may go forward. 

In the same way the New York Central is undertaking 
to limit the amount of hay that may be shipped over its 
lines for delivery at the Thirty-third or Thiity-sixth street 
stations. It has prepared a list of fifteen firms, corpo- 
rations or individuals by which 75 per cent of the ship- 
ments may be made, when the fifteen have received per- 
mits from its general agent. The other 25 per cent 
of the whole amount to be accepted for New York is 
to be given to others who may apply. The fifteen are to 
be allowed to have 124 cars of hay or straw in transit on 
the New York Central at any one time. The rules and 
regulations as to acceptance for transportation to New 
York are based on embargo notice No. 1300, which con- 
tinues in effect, modified and extended, prior embargo 
notices. 

No. 1300 was made effective at midnight August 31 
and has been enforced since that time. The avowed ob- 
ject was to prevent shipment of hay and straw to New 
York in excess of the maximum, as ascertained by tests 
conducted during three recent distinct months. 

It is alleged that permits were denied to members of 
the association who had not received their quota of cars. 
It is further alleged that additional permits were also 
refused to members who had been given their quota. 

The fact that the permit system is in vogue as to iron 
and steel was brought out at the hearing on the pro- 
posal of the carriers to cancel export rates on iron and 
steel a..owing the domestic rates to apply instead. No 
objection, apparently, has ever been made to that system 
by the iron and steel manufacturers. 


REMEDIES FOR CAR SHORTASE 


N.°’ M. Leach, general traffic manager of the Texas & 
Pacific Railway Company, at New Orleans, has issued 
the following circular letter to the shipping — agents 
and others interested: 

“The present car shortage throughout the country, as 
a whole, indicates clearly that unless there is some unex- 
pected and radical change in commercial, industrial and 
transportation conditions the railways and the shipping 
public will have to deal, this fall and winter, with one of 
the worst shortages of freight cars in the history of the 
United States. 

“In view of the seriots conditions of the threatened 

ear shortage to which the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
pre has recently called attention by circular, shippers 
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should co-operate to the fullest extent with the railways 
in utilizing the car supply of the country in the most 
efficient manner possible. 

“Shippers should secure prompt and full loading of cars, 
and consignees their prompt unloading. 

“Shippers should not use cars for storage purposes, but 
should endeavor to release them as promptly as possible 
and not avail themselves of the full limit of free time 
provided by the tariffs. 

“There are enough cars to handle the country’s busi- 
ness if only they shall be handled with care and efficiency. 

“Quite a large percentage of the Texas & Pacific Rail- 
way Company loading goes beyond our rails. We must 
receive from our connections empties to take the place 
of these loads in order to keep a supply. 

“That we may secure the largest number of empties 
in exchange for these loads, it is necessary that the rout- 
ing beyond the Texas & Pacific Railway Company rails 
(except destination delivery) be left open, thus giving us 
a chance -to deliver loads to such of our connections as 
will give us the most empties for your benefit. 

“Can we depend upon you for this assistance?” 


NEBRASKA SHREVEPORT CASE 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

About three dozen class rate tariffs have been filed, 
effective on and about October 25, that look as if they 
were attempts by carriers to remove discriminations 
against Missouri River points caused by the Nebraska 
state rates, condemned by the Commission in what is 
familiarly known as Nebraska-lowa-Shreveport case. In 
one tariff, filed by the Rock Island, there are about sixty 
pages. That is supplement No. 64 to its I. C. C. C-9533. 
In another supplement, No. 5 to its I. C. C. No. C-10016, 
through rates between Atchison, Kansas City, Leaven- 
worth, North Kansas City, St. Joseph and Sioux City are 
canceled, leaving in effect a combination of locals. 

In supplement No. 64, I. C. C. C-9533, there are many 
advances from Atchison, St. Joseph, Leavenworth, Coun- 
cil Bluffs and Topeka to destinations in Nebraska. The 
same tariff makes numerous reductions and advances 
from Council Bluffs, Sioux City, Lincoln and Beatrice to 
Nebraska and Kansas destinations. The same tariff also 
makes numerous reductions in Class E rates to Colorado 
points. 

While there has been no adequate check on the tariffs, 
they create the impression that the carriers, in making 
the adjustments authorized by the Commission’s decision 
in the Nebraska-Ilowa Shreveport case, have taken the 
bull by the horns and have proposed advances between 
points in Nebraska even as the Commission’s latest order in 
the main Shreveport case and in the St. Louis-Illinois pas- 
senger fare matter authorized them to do. In other words, 
the complainants in Iowa will not be compelled to go 
through the slow and painful process the Shreveport com- 
plainants had to take to arrive at the point where the 
Commission was willing to assert that it has the author- 
ity to prescribe rates within Texas to prevent discrimi- 
nations against the commerce of the adjoining territory 
of Louisiana. 





COMMISSION ORDER. 

‘Order of the Commission of June 29 in case 6825, Na- 
tional Society of Record Associations et al..vs. Aberdeen 
& Rockfish et al., effective November 1, has been post- 
poned to December 1. 
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GLASS BROKEN BY FAULTY PACKING 


(Consul Lucien Memminger, i India, in Commerce Re- 
ports. 


An instance of faulty packing has been called to the 
attention of the Madras consulate by a local commission 
agent who recently received from New York, on behalf 
of an East Indian merchant, 200 cases of window glass, 
the contents of which were all badly broken when de- 
livered here. The cases were not divided into compart- 
ments and did not contain sufficient straw to keep the 
panes of glass securely in place. The boxes were appar- 
ently strong enough, though they would doubtless have 
been improved by battens on the outside. The omission 
of interior strips dividing the boxes into compartments 
was the most serious feature, as previous consignments 
received from America in boxes containing compartments 
and packed with plenty of straw had arrived intact. 


The condition in which the glass arrived was not only 
a great disappointment to the local merchant, but also 
represents a considerable loss to him unless the agent 
is able to obtain a refund. The type of packing was 
not guaranteed in advance, but the purchaser had asked 
that the cases be made with three compartments, and 
with outside battens. The fact that previous consignments 
from America had been received properly packed en- 
couraged the local buyers to believe that they could count 
on this feature being properly attended to. The neg- 
ligence on the part of the shipper or manufacturer in 
this instance caused an unfortunate impression locally, 
as the merchant concerned has an extensive bazaar trade, 
and the fact that the shipment was badly packed came 
to the attention of a number of people. 

Each of the cases contained 100 square feet of glass, 
most of the panes being 12 inches by 14 inches. The 
glass is mainly used by Indian merchants for making 
mirrors, which have a large sale in the bazaars. The 
glass received in the recent consignment was broken 
into such small pieces that practically none of it can be 
used for mirrors or for window panes. 


PACIFIC SHIPPING PROSPECTS 


(Commerce Reports) 

Notwithstanding the fact that the war has cut down 
the total shipping of all nations engaged in trans-Pacific 
trade from 380,000 gross tons to 280,000, and that the 
American share, at its lowest mark of the past two years, 
had fallen from 21 per cent to 2 per cent of the total, 
recent developments have shown that gradually the Amer- 
ican flag is returning to the Pacific. A report on these 
conditions has been published by the Bureau of Foreign 
and Domestic Commerce. 

The report states that the United States has more 
merchant vessels under construction than any other coun- 
try in the world, and while the greater part of this new 
tonnage is not intended for immediate use in the Far 
East, it is probable that sooner or later some of it will 
be diverted to that trade. Whether American shipping 
will fully regain its former standing on the Pacific cannot 
now be definitely foretold, but there is no further danger 
of the flag disappearing in that quarter. The recent 
purchase of three large ships by the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company marked the turning point. It adds 17,100 
gross tons to the 5,000. tons that remained. Prior to the 
war the total American tonnage engaged in this trade 
was 80,000 gross tons. ; 

Before the war British shipping represented 39 per cent 
and Japanese 33 per cent of the total. When our share 
was at its lowest point, however, British tonnage had 
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fallen off to 30 per cent, Japanese tonnage had increased 
to 55 per cent of the total, and Dutch shipping had 
jumped from practically nothing at all to 13 per cent. 
English tonnage fell from 150,000 gross tons to 84,000 
tons, Japanese tonnage increased from 125,000 to 155,- 
000 tons, and the Dutch increased from a_ negligible 
quantity to 35,000 tons. 
Shipbuilding Activities in Japan and China. 

A very interesting section of the report is devoted to 
shipbuilding activities in Japan and China. Japanese 
shipyards are taxed to the limit of their capacities. Or- 
ders for ships from abroad have been refused, as the 
yards have booked orders for Japanese ships that will 
keep them busy for the next two years. The builders, 
however, are handicapped by a lack of material, and it 
is an interesting fact that one large new shipbuilding 
company is buying all of its material from this country. 
Boilers, engines and other fittings cannot be had at very 
reasonable prices, for they cannot be manufactured at 
home as cheaply as they can be turned out in the United 
States and England. But, in spite of all handicaps, Japan 
is losing no time in taking advantage of the present 
unparalleled opportunities. Purchases of foreign ships 
have been made at very high prices. The Chinese also 
are busy at their yards in Shanghai and Hongkong, 
although badly handicapped by scarcity of materials. One 
Hongkong company is at work on eight ocean freighters 
for No. wegian owners. 

The new report is entitled “Trans-Pacific Shipping,” 
Miscellaneous Series No. 44,-and is the work of Julean 
Arnold, American commercial attaché at Peking, who has 
made a very careful study of the recent development of 
Japanese shipping. Much of the report is devoted to this 
subject. 


ASSOCIATED BUSINESS PAPERS 


The annual convention of the Associated Business Pa- 
pers will be held at the Hotel Astor, New York, October 
26 to 28, inclusive. The announcement says: 

“We use the word ‘convention’ because we must, but 
in this instance it is far from having the conventional 
meaning. This gathering of the men who control and 
use the great highways of business news and thought 
will mark the opening of a new epoch, not alone in the 
progress of business journalism, but in advertising itself. 
(And this is not a mere figure of speech.) 

“For publishers, there will be open forum sessions for 
the free discussion of problems relating to every phase 
of the making of good business newspapers. 

For advertisers, there will be an exhibit of successful 
advertising campaigns, including the plan, the copy, the 
supplementary work, the results. Ideas that have pro- 
duced thousands of dollars, that have cut the cost of 
selling, will be shown in complete detail. 

“Advertising agents and service men will hear real ex- 
perts tell how to produce resultful business paper copy, 
and will get many valuable ideas on the practical use of 
the trade and technical press. 

“The far-seeing, progressive agency man will also be 
not a little interested in the helpful spirit of co-operation 
that is being developed between his type of agency and 
the business press. To such, this will be an unusual 
opportunity. 

“For all, there will be an upward urge, new inspira- 
tions, a freshened enthusiasm, and three days in the 
world’s metropolis at the most delightful season of all 


the year.” 
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REGULATIONS IN CUBA 


(Henry M. Wolcott, detailed as Vice-Consul, Havana, in Com- 
merce Reports.) 


Foreign vessels entering Cuban ports pay tonnage dues 
at the rate of 10 cents per net ton, the total dues col- 
lected in any one year not to exceed $1 per net reg- 
istered ton. The following vessels are exempt from the 
payment of tonnage dues: 

Ships belonging to a foreign neutral government and not dedi- 
catea to commerce, 

Yachts beionging to an organized yacht club of a foreign 
neutral nation. 


Ships entering Cuban ports on account of stress of weather 
or for other causes beyond their control, 


Vessels entering any port of entry of Cuba are subject 
to the payment of the following port improvement dues: 
Each steamer on entry, $8.50; each sailing vessel on 
entry, $4.25; for each ton of cargo discharged from a 
steamer, $U.25; for each ton of cargo discharged from 
a Salling vessel, $0.125; for each ton of coal discharged 
from a steamer, $0.125; for each ton of coal discharged 
from a sailing vessel, $0.10. . 

The maximum for pilotage from sunrise to sunset is 
$34. Pilotage is doubled at night. It is compulsory to 
take a pilot. The rate is the same inward and outward. 
For moving ships in the harbor the charge is one-half 
of the regular pilotage inward or outward. 

The docks at which cargo may be landea are: The 
Port of Habana Docks; Muelles y Almacenes de Atarés 
(Atarés Wharf & Warehouse Company); Almacenes de 
Deposito de la Habana, commonly known as “San Jose” 
Docks; Habana Central Docks. 

Should a vessel not go to the dock, but discharge cargo 
into lighters, the lighterage is for the account of the 
steamer at a cost of from 80 cents to $1, American cur- 
rency, per 1,000 kilos (kilo equals 2.2 pounds), and upon 
discharge of the cargo at a-public wharf the cost of 
assorting and separation, including tally clerks, is approxi- 
mately 20 cents per 1,000 kilos. Lighters are plentiful 
in the harbor of Habana, and arrangements may be made 


for them to reach the steamer’s side immediately upon - 


dropping anchor. 

Tugs are not necessary for docking steamers, except 
when the wind is exceptionally strong. The charge for 
the services of a tug in connection with docking a vessel 
is from $40 to $50, and tugboats are always available. 
As there are no strong currents or tides in the port of 
Habana, vessels may usually go to and from the dock 
at any time without difficulty. 

The charge for stevedores is usually about 28 cents 
per 1,000 kilos, but if the steamer goes to the dock steve- 
dores are furnished there, and the cost is somewhat in 
excess of this rate. Wages of stevedores are about $2.50 
a day on board steamer or $2 on the dock. Work for 
overtime, or between 5 p. m. and 6 a. m., is subject to 
double charge. 

The cost of fresh water f. o. b. steamer is $1.25 per ton. 
A good quality of coal is always available at Habana. 
There are three coal companies in the city. Vessels must 
bring an original and extra copy of the ship’s manifest, 
certified by the Cuban consul at port of departure. Pas- 
senger lists must be in quadruplicate, in accordance with 
the prescribed form. 


AGENTS ISSUING TARIFFS 


The following list of names and addresses of agents 
issuing freight tariffs has been compiled from the records 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission and will be pub- 
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lished from time to time with such corrections as may 
be necessary. We ask subscribers to notify us of any 
errors in this list or any changes that may occur of 


which they have knowledge. There are perhaps fifty 
more such agents on the Commission’s records, but they 
have filed no tariffs recently. 


Allen, S. A., Cent. States Desp. Continental Line Cincin- 
nati, O. 

Anderson, Frank, Memphis Tariff Committee, Memphis, 
Tenn. 

Arnold, H. E., Rutland-Mich. Central Line, Boston, Mass. 

Barber, F. A., Wabash & Lackaawanna DDispatch, St. 
Louis, Mo. 

Barr, F. J., Indianapolis*Frt. Committee, Indianapolis, Ind. 

Beck, T. Clem, Lake Shore-L. V. Route, etc., New York, 
1. ae A 

Behrman, M., New Orleans Public Belt R. R. Co., New 
Orleans, La. 

Bell, C. E., Virginia Classification, Atlanta, Ga. 

Bode, C. E., Ill. Cent. Traction Co., Springfield, O. 

Boyd, E. B., Western Trunk Line Committee, Chicago, Ill. 

Boyd, E. B., Illinois Frt. Com., Chicago, Ill. 

Boyd, E. B., Gulf Foreign Frt. Com., Chicago, Ill. 

Braun, A. C., Switching Trf. at Dayton, O., Dayton, O. 

Briggs, Lafayette, Traders Desp. F. F. Line, F. H. Stocker, 
Chicago, Ill. 

].roaddus, Andrew, Cumberland Gap Despatch, Louisville, 
Ky. 

Bullen, C. W., S. E. Miss. Valley Trf., New York, N. Y. 

Cameron, Wm., St. Louis-Cincinnati-Louisville Frt. Com., 


St. Louis, Mo. 

Cameron, Wm., St. Louis Eastbound Frt. Com., St. Louis, 
Mo. 

Chalenor, L. E., Southeastern Freight Association, At- 
lanta, Ga. 

Childers, C. E. E., Pittsburgh Frt. Committee, Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 


Christian, J. R., Mallory « Sou. Pac. Co.’s Atlantic S. S. 
Line, Houston, Tex. 

Collyer, R. N., Official Classification Com., New York, N. Y. 

Conard, G. P., Car Capacities and Dimensions Tariff (The 
Official Railway Equipment Register), New York, N. Y. 

Cottrell, J. J., Va. Lines’ Trf. Bureau, Richmond, Va. 

Countiss, R. H., Transcontinental Frt. Bureau, Chicago, III. 

Crow, W. R., Erie Despatch, Chicago, Ill. 

Davis, F. V., Ohio coal roads, Columbus, O. 

Denyven, J. M., Mobile Import Tariff, St. Louis, Mo. 

Dud.ey, Geo., agent for individual lines, Boston, Mass. 

Duke, Nat, Lake Shore-Lackawanna Line, New York, N. Y. 

Duke, Nat., Mich. Cent.-Lackawanna F. F. Line, New York, 


N; %. 
Duke, Nat., Pere Marquette-Lacakawanna F. F. Line, New 
York, N. Y. 


Duval, J. E., Canadian Car Service Bureau, Montreal, Que. 

Emerson, W. P., New Orleans Tariff Com., New Orleans, 
La. 

Fonda, A. C., Texas’ Tariff Bureau, Austin, Tex. 

Fulton, C. E., Chicago & Ohio River Com., Chicago, Ill. 

Fyfe, R. C., Western Classification Com., Chicago, Ill. 

Gilbert, A. P., Richmond, Va., Switching Directory, Rich- 
mond, Va. 

Gomph, F. W., Pacific Freight Tariff Bureau, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. 

Graham, H. J., Lackawanna Line, Chicago, III. 

Griffin, C. H., Colo.-Utah Frt. Bureau, Salt Lake City, Utah. 

Griffin, C. H., Intermountain Demurrage Bureau, Salt Lake 

City, Utah. 
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Griffin, C. H., Local Utah Frt. Bureau, Salt Lake City, 
Utah. 

Guthrie, C. B., Official Frt. Trf. Directory, Washington, 
D.. CG: 

Hall, A. D., Southern Freight Association, St. Louis, Mo. 

Hardin, F. M., S. E. Demurrage Bureau, Atlanta, Ga. 

Howe, Carl, New York Central F. F. Lines, Chicago, Il. 

Hunter, J. A., Zanesville Switching Tariff, Zanesville, O. 

Leland, F. A., Southwestern Tariff Committee, St. Louis, 
Mo. 

Lewis, Thornton, Kanawha Despatch, Cincinnati, O. 

Loomis, J. C., Louisville Car Service Assn., Louisville, Ky. 

Loomis, J. G, Chi-Ind. & Louisville Demurrage and Stor- 
age Rules, Louisville, Ky. 

Lowry, L. A., Chicago Switching Committee, Chicago, Ill. 

McCain, C. C., Trunk Line Association, New York, N. Y. 

Merki, George, Joint Rate Inspection Bureau, Chicago, Ill. 

Morris, Eugene, Central Freight Association, Chicago, IIl. 

Morris, Ira W., Columbus Switching Tariff, Columbus, O. 

Mote, E. E., Pacific Car Demurrage Bureau, San Fran- 
cisco, Cal. 

Neereamer, A. L., Central Electric Traffic Assn., Indi- 
anapolis, Ind. 

Pierce, C. J., National Desp.-Great Eastern Line, Boston, 
Mass. 

Pierce, R. S., Cincinnati Switching Com., Cincinnati, O. 

Powe, W. R., Southern Classification, Atlanta, Ga. 

Rains, G. S., agent, Norfolk, Va. 

Ransom, G. C., Canadian Classification, Montreal, Que. 

Renneker, W. E., Florida Orange-Pineapple Tariff. 

Robinson, L. R., Canadian Pacific Despatch Eastbound 
Guidebook. 

Sedgeman, W. J., Seaboard-Colo.Utah Com., New York, 
m.. ¥. 

Sedgeman, W. J., Seaboard Texas Com., New York, N. Y. 

Shallenberger, F. E., Star Union Line, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Smith, G. A., Peoria-Pekin Switching Tariff, Peoria, Ill. 

Souders, L. M., Empire Line, Chicago, Ill. 

Stewart, J. B., Ontario Central Desp. F. F. Lines, New 
York, N. Y. 

Story, S. A., Diamond Desp. & L. V. Transp. Co., Buffalo, 
N. ¥. 

Vaughan, R. H., Blue Ridge Despatch, Cincinnati, O. 

Washburn, M. P., S. E. Mississippi V. Frt. Assn., Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

Whiton, H. J., Rome, Watertown & Ogdensburg Line, 
Boston, Mass. 


TRAFFIC SUSPENDED BY SLIDE 


(Panama Canal Record, September 13.) 


Traffic through the canal was suspended from August 
30 to September 7, inclusive, for ships drawing over 17 
feet of water. On September 8 the movement of ships 
was resumed and on the 9th the last of the waiting ves- 
sels was passed through the cut, 


The suspension was caused by a sudden forward move- 
ment of a large rock in the base of the Cucaracha slide. 
The boulder was of hard, compact rock and it was neces- 
sary to drill and blast it before the dredges could han- 
dle it. With this rock removed the normal conditions 
have been restored. 





Complainant in case 8753, Ford’s Porcelain Works, has 
amended its complaint against the Lehigh Valley et al. 
by the addition of the Pere Marquette as a party de- 
fendant. 
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l Personal Notes 


E. S. Vincent is appointed commercial agent of the 
Texas & Pacific Railway Company, at Shreveport, La. 
Solicitation in Shreveport territory, heretofore assigned to 
T. J. Keen, will be handled by Mr. Vincent. T. J. Keen 
is appointed commercial agent at Little Rock, Ark., suc 
ceeding Mr. Vincent, transferred. Solicitation in Texar- 
kana, Ark.-Tex., is transferred to the jurisdiction of the 
commercial agent at Little Rock. Effective Sep- 
tember 25, the duties of F. M. Williams, division freight 
agent at Shreveport, are extended to include the general 
solicitation of cotton and cottonseed products. 








Robert Hunter has been appointed commercial agent 
of the Carolina, Clinchfield & Ohio, with headquarters at 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 





W. E. Shurtleff, commercial agent of the Pere Mar- 
quette, with office at Cleveland, O., has resigned to engage 
in another line of business. C. S. Stephens, commercial 
agent at Indianapolis, has been appointed to succeed Mr. 
Shurtleff. C. H. Walter, traveling freight agent at To- 
ledo, O., has been appointed commercial agent at Indi- 
anapolis, Ind., succeeding Mr. Stephens. 


H. C. Hanley, contracting freight agent of the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe, with office at Chicago, has resigned 
to accept employment with the Belt Railway Company 
of Chicago as commercial agent at Kansas City, Mo. 





W. S. Elliott has been appointed district freight and 
passenger agent of the Oregon-Washington Railroad & 
Navigation Company, with headquarters at Spokane, 
Wash., and W. R. Skey has been appointed district freight 
and passenger agent at Wallace, Ida., with jurisdic- 
tion over territory east of Tekoa and Bell, Wash. 





T. Herbert Fee, who has been advanced to the position 
of assistant general freight agent of the Western Mary- 
lany Railway, with office at Baltimore, Md., was born at 
Baltimore, Md., March 7, 1875. After being educated at 
the Baltimore public schools, he entered the service of 
the Western Maryland Railway July 11, 1891, as mes- 
senger in the general freight and passenger office. After 
holding various positions in the traffic department, in- 
cluding that of chief clerk, he was, April 1, 1905, pro- 
moted to division freight and passenger agent at Hanover, 
Pa.; Dec. 1, 1905, he was transferred to Baltimore, in 
charge of special work in connection with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission; May 1, 1910, he was promoted to 
freight tariff agent; Sept. 1, 1916, he was promoted to 
assistant general freight agent. 





M. H. Jacobs, recently appointed general freight agent 
of the Western Maryland Railway Company at Balti- 
more, was born in Waynesboro, Pa., Aug. 12, 1877, and 


* educated in the public schools. He entered the service 


of the Western Maryland Oct. 1, 1893, as messenger, York, 
Pa. He was transferred to the commercial agent’s office 
in Baltimore Dec. 26, 1900; appointed city solicitor, Balti- 
more, Feb. 1, 1904; traveling freight agent, Sept. 1, 1908; 
general agent, Pittsburgh, Pa., Aug. 1, 1912; assistant 
general freight agent, Pittsburgh, Nov. 1, 1913; general 
freight agent, Baltimore, Sept. 1, 1916. 





C. B. McCall is appointed traffic manager of the C. H. 
& N. Railway, at Boca Grande, Fla. The office of general 
freight and passenger agent is abolished. 
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DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


At the monthly luncheon of the Houston Traffic Club, 
September 16, Jack Hennessy made an interesting as well 
as humorous talk concerning the movie business. Mr. 
Hennessy, who is soliciting freight agent for the Katy, 
starred in the Houston play, “Youth and Romance,” which 
was recently shown in the leading Houston moving pic- 
ture theaters. The question of consolidation with the 
Lumbermen’s Club was discussed, in order to determine 
the general opinion of those present. It was decided that 
the Traffic Club affiliate with the Lumbermen’s Club pro- 
vided satisfactory arrangements could be worked out 
and if agreeable to a majority of the members. 





At a meeting of the Fort Worth Transportation Club, 
September 20, the club took steps to help the car short- 
age situation, as far as Fort Worth is concerned. It 
was decided that all complaints with regard to loading, 
unloading and switching, whether the fault of the shipper 
or railroad, will be docketed with the secretary and at the 
next meeting, October 18, will be discussed by the club 





Note.—Items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are 
new, having been added since last Friday’s Daily and since the 
last issue of The Traffic World. Cancellations and postpone- 
ments announced too late to show the change in this Docket 
will be noted elsewhere. 


October 2—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Spethman: 
8965—Hilgard Lumber Co. vs. C. & E. I. R. 
8974—Showers Bros. Co. et al. vs. Ann Arbor R. 


October 2—Memphis. Tenn.—Examiner Burnside: 
7304—City of Memphis et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 


October 2—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner poe: 
8722—Roy & Roy Mill Co. vs. B. & M. 
8853—Canyon Lumber Co. vs. Gt. Nor. By. en, et al. 
October 2—Beaumont, Tex.—Examiner McCawley: 
8947—Orange Rice Mill Co. vs. Texas & N. O. R. R. Co. et al. 
Coe oe Moines, Ia —Examiner Pattison: 
& S. 815—Omaha-Kansas rates. 
tat—tows State Board of R. R. Commissioners vs. Arizona 
Eastern R. R. Co. et al. 
October 2—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Marshall: 
8598—Pittsburgh Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 
8725—Lake cargo coal rates. 
October 2—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Gutheim: 
* a er Men’s League of St. Louis vs. A. T. & S. F. 
y. et al. 


October 4—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Disque: 
8609—Mitchell, Lewis & Staver Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 


et al. 
8614—Martin Brokerage Co. et al. vs. S. P. Co. et al. 
8765—Clossett & Devers vs. N. P. Ry. Co. 
8865—G. W. Gates & Co. vs. S. P. Co. et al. 
a ar 4—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Burnside: 
. & S. 843—Moulding sand to Nashville, Tenn. 


ous 4—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1. & * 623—Export grain case. 
a ro . 796—Illinois passenger fares. 
7781—Srere Bros. & Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 


October 5—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
S. 799—Lake and rail rate cancellations (No. 2). 
& S. 800—Coal from Pennsylvania mines. 
Seet—Trord Collieries Co. et al. vs. B. & L. E. R. R. Co. et al. 


October 5—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner eg 
4936—McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. & Q. R. Co. et al. 
8769—Page & Hill Co. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. e “al. 

8270—H. M. Stocking & Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. 
8931—R. E. Cobb Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 
October 5—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Disque: 


R. Co. et al. 
R. Co. et al. 


8793—West Coast Lumbermen’s Assn. et al. vs. A. & W. Ry. 


Co. et 


st al. 
a eg | Coast Lumbermen’s Assn, et al. vs. B. & A. R. R. 


Co. et a 
October 5—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Burnside: 


8439—City of Springfield, Tenn., et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 


et al. 
October 5—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Waters: 
8946—E. W. Burritt Co. vs. Can. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
¢970—Harris Granite Quarries Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
October 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Waters: 
8885—Ball Bros. Glass Mfg. Co. vs. C. C. 








Docket of the Commission 





Cc. & St. L. Ry. et al. 
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as a whole. 


The temporary officers were formally elected. 





The Traffic Club of Kansas City will give a dinner at 
the Hotel Muehlebach colonial ballroom Tuesday evening, 
October 3, at 6:30 p. m. The program will consist of 
a short business session, immediately following the din- 
ner, followed by talks by the Rev. Samuel H. Woodrow, 
pastor Pilgrim Congregational Church, St. Louis, his sub- 
ject being “Industrial Warfare or Co-operation.” C. H. 
Dietrich, assistant freight claim agent and chairman of 
committee on prevention of loss and damage claims, Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway, will talk on “Loss 
and Damage.” Mayor Edwards will also address the club. 
This will be the first of a series of monthly gatherings 
to be held through the winter season, for the purpose 
of promoting closer relations between shippers and rail- 
roads and for the discussion of subjects of interest. 


COMMISSION ORDER 
The Wholesale Millwork Association has been allowed 
to intervene in case 8819, West Coast Lumber Manufac- 
turers’ Association et al. vs. B. & A. et al. 








October 6—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
- S. 805—Export grain from Colorado. 
& S. 833—Export grain storage charges. 
sed8—Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. 
et a 
October 6—Texarkana, Ark.—Examiner McCawley: 
&861—N. W. Webster vs. T. & P. Ry. Co. 
Qctober 6—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Pattison: 
S. 858—Scranton-Williamsport rail and lake. 
(en 861—Barley and oats from Minneapolis. 


Qctober 6—Portland, Ore. + a Disque: 
8456—Astoria Box Co. et al. Ss. P. & S. Ry. Co. et al. 
a Traf. & Trans. Assn. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. 

Yo. et al. 

€963—Transp. Bureau of the Seattle Chamber of Commerce et 

al. vs. Northern Pacific Ry. Co. et al. 

October 7—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Pattison: 
6842—Consumers Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. et al. 


Gupager 7—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
& S. 839—Wall board t. 
teoe- Men ver Ti . ES. R. Co. et al. 
7353—Nitro Powder Co. vs. West ‘Shore R. R. Co. et al. 
4081—Board of Trade of Chicago vs, Pere M. R. R. Co. 
Jctober 8—Pine Bluff, Ark.—Examiner McCawley: 
8855—C. M. Ferguson & Son Grocery Co. et a vs. A. B. & A. 
Ry. Co. et al. 
Dctober 9—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner McCawley 
* 8428—New Albany Box and Basket Co. vs. TL “Cant. R. R. Co. 


eta 
8741-—-Northwestern Liquor Assn. vs. Pa. Term. Ry. Co. et al. 


October 9—Knoxville, Tenn.—Examiner Burnside: 
7228—Knoxville Iron Co. vs. A. B. & A. R. R. Co. et al. 
8622—O. C. Kindred vs. C. N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co. 
8872—J. Allen Smith & Co vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


October 9—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Disque: 
g909—Portland Traf. & Transp. Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co 


et al. 
8 ee Mee Traf. & Transp. Co. vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R. & 


Nav. Co. al. 

9040. -Portiand Traf. & Transp. Co. vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R. & 
Nav. Co. et al. 

g959—Portland Traf. & Transp. Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. 
Co. et al. 


October 10—Louisville, Ky.—Examiner McCawley: 
. 8879—Standard Oil Co. vs. Yazoo & M. V. R. R. Co. et al. 
Fourth Section Applications Nos. 1912, 2043 and 2045. Por- 
tions of the following fourth section applications by which 
the carriers named, as parties thereto, ask authority to con- 
tinue to charge for the transportation of petroleum refined 
oil in tank cars from North Baton Rouge, La., to Tyler- 
town, Miss., rates which are lower than the rates con- 
temporaneously maintained on like traffic from or to inter- 
mediate a. = Fernwood & Gulf R. Co.; 2043, 
Yazoo & M Co.: 2045, Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 
October aM ct So _-Examiner Burnside: 
$427—Traffic Bureau of Knoxville vs. B. & O. R. R. Co. et al. 
Also such portions of the following fourth section appli- 
cations as seek authority to continue rates on classes and 
commofities from Boston, Mass., New York, N. Y., Phila- 


delphia, Pa., and Baltimore, Md., which are ‘lower than the 


rates concurrently applicable on jike traffic from Johnstown. 
Connellsville, Blairsville and Williamsburg, Pa., Piedmont 
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and Clarksville, W. Va., and Cumberland, Md., and other 
intermediate points and as seek authority 'to continue rates 
on classes and cOmmodities from Boston, New York, Phila- 
delphia and Baltimore and eastern seaboard territory and 
points basing thereon to Nashville, Tenn., which are lower 
than the rates concurrently applicable on like traffic to 
Knoxville, Tenn., and other intermediate points: No. 1548, 
of the Southern Ry. Co.; No. 1780, of C. C. McCain, agent. 


October 11—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Pattison: 
1. & S. 709—Lake and rail rate cree Hain 


October 11—Argument at Washington, PD. 
8451—Bert Ramsey & Co. et al. vs. A. T. € 's. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
9381—J. V. Stimson vs. Sou. Ry. = “ al. 
8429—D. C. & J. V. Stimson vs. tay oo L. Ry. Co. et al. 
3544—Bascom-Porter Co. vs. A. & Ss. Ry. Co. 
6764—Bascom-French Co. vs. A. Th. & S. en Ry. Co. et al. 


October 12—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Pattison: 
8786—J. I. Mandel et al. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. 
8628—Commercial Club of Duluth et al. vs. Pa. Co. et al. 


October 12—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
at AE a a eaeae Traffic Assn. et al. vs. “Ann Arbor R. R. 
7» et 
a Wholesale Grocery Co. et al. vs. B. A. & P. Ry. 
Co. et a 
October 12—Sacramento, Cal.—Examiner Disque: 
6831—Pacific Fruit Exchange vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
Octcber 14—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
8710—Northwestern Terra Cotta Co. et al. vs. Adirondack & 


St. Lawrence R. R. Co. et al. 
8734—E. A. Waxelbaum & Bro. vs. Ocean S. S. Co. of Sav. 


et al. 
8325—C. S. Emery & Co. vs. B. & M. R. R. R. 

October 14—Somerset, Ky.—Examiner Burnside: 
ae Transp. Co. va. C. NH. 0. & T. P. Ry. Co. 

et a 

October 16—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

8571—Public Service Commission of Washington vs. A. & V. 
Ry. Co. et al. 
8834—Kettle River Co. vs. M. P. Ry. Co. et al. 

October 16—Salt Lake City, Utah—Examiner Disque: 

8749—Inland Crystal Salt Co. vs. Camas Prairie R. R. Co. 
et al. 

8727—Knight Woolen Mills vs. D. & R. G. R. R. a et al. 

8864—Browning Bros. Co. et al. vs. B. & A. R. R. Co. et al. 

October 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner B- Raty 
8796—Prest-o-Lite Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. et al. 
8811—Prest-o-Lite Co. vs. C. H. & D. et al. 

October 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
a Club of Mitchell et al. vs. A. & W. Ry. 

et al. 
8652—La Crosse Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

October 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
8836—Wm. Adams et al. vs A. B. & A . Ry. wr - al, 
8641—Northern Potato Traf. Assn. vs. & A. Co. et al. 
ee Lumber Exchange vs. wr ye R. R. Co. 

et al. 

October 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Burnside: 

1. & S. 4£0—Lumber transit privileges at Buffalo, N. Y. 
7506—Buffalo Lumber Exchange et al. vs. Ala. Cent. et al. 

October 19—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
8734—Murphy Chair Co. vs. Wabash Ry. Co. 
8706—Herman W. Gersch vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. 
8714—Swift & Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. et al. 
—— Iron Co. of Virginia vs. C. & O. Ry. Co. 

et al. 








WE LEASE TANK CARS 
ALL STEEL MODERN EQUIPMENT 


LIQUIDS DESPATCH LINE 


2500 S. Robey St., Chicago, Mi. 


Do Business by Mail 


It’s profitable, with accurate lists of prospects. Our catalogue 
contains vital information on Mail y 4 wl rong Also prices and 
quantity on 6,000 national lists, 99% guaranteed. Such ass 

War Material Mfrs. oe Men 

Cheese Box Mfrs. Ice Mfrs. 

Shoe Retailers Doctors Farmers 

Auto Owners Axle Grease Mfrs. Fish Hook Mfrs. 


Write for this valuable reference book. Also prices and 


samples of Fac-simile Letters. 
Have us write or revise your Sales Letters. 
Ross-Gould, 822P Olive Street, St. Louis. 


Cory mereyeylife 


Mailing 
RaistS St.Louis 
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October 20—Argument at Washington, C.s 
Ir the matter of Bills of Lading (Decket No. 4844 and con- 
solidated cases). 
8369—F.. H. Price & Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
October 23—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
ane -Fish Lumber Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. Co. 
a 
8672—Traffic Bureau of Nashville vs. L. & N. R. 
7286—Henderson Commercial Club vs. Ill. Cent. R. ¥ co. et al. 
October 27—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
8:58—The milk and cream “ee KA 
7484—-Fairmont Creamery Co. vs. N. Y. & St. L. Ry. Co. 
7654—Golden & Co. vs. Adams —e @ Go, et a 
7825—John H. Murchland et al. - & GH & “st. LL. Ry. Co. 
7852—H. P. Hood & Sons vs. D. “tH Co. 
7878—Walter A. Hall et al. vs. P. C. Ho & st. L. Ry. Co. 
a 2 Assn, be 4 Creamery Owners and ikanufecturers vs. 


B R. al. 
7826—Philadelphia Milic Exchange vs. P. B. & W. R. R. Co. 


eta 
7855—John H. Murchland et al. vs. P. C. C. & St. L. Ry. Co. 


November 13—Washington, D. C.—The Commission: 
In re change in date for ending fiscal year. 











No. 8615. D. Roth et al., as the Roth-Blum Packing Co. et al., 
vs. Southern Pacific et al., City of Oakland and Oakland 
Chamber of Commerce, interveners. 

Ask for a reopening as to the unreasonableness of rates on 
live stock. 

No. 9116, Sub. Ne. 1. Lewis E. Hamlin, for the Arkadelphia 
Milling Co. vs. Freeo Valley R. R. Co. ‘et al. 

Excessive and unjust rates on shipments of staves from 
Princeton, Ark., via Eagle Mills, to destinations in Illinois, 
Nebraska and Iowa by reason of failure to establish joint 
through rates. Cease and desist order, the establishment of 
maxima rates and reparation asked of alleged overcharge 
and switching charges. 

No. 9150. The Delaware Punch Co. of Texas, San Antonio, 
Tex., vs. Galveston, Harrisburg & San Antonio Ry. Co. et al. 

Against increases in rates on flavoring syrups in Western 
Classification No. 53 from fourth class to second class as un- 
just and unreasonable. Asks for a cease and desist order 
and the establishment of maximum rates. 


No. 9151. Cayce Coal Co. et al., Nashville, Tenn., vs. Louis- 


ville & Nashville R. R. Co 








The Brown “Auto-Piler’” 


is a self-propelled Portable Elevator or piling 
machine specially designed for handling heavy 
Sacks—Bales—Cases—Barrels. 

The “Auto-Piler” is subject to variations 
in construction to meet the special requirements 
of the work and is strongly built to withstand the 
rough usage to which it may be subjected. 

The ‘“‘Auto-Piler”’ is operated by Electric or 
Gasoline power; is entirely under the control of 
ONE man and will do the work of SIXTEEN 
men piling by hand. 

The ‘“‘Auto-Piler” is extensively used in 
Cuba and other sugar-growing countries for pil- 
ing the heavy sacks of raw cane sugar; also used 
for piling bales of cotton, etc. 


** There is NO Substitute for it.” 
Ask for Descriptive Bulletin No. 60. 
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Against an increase in the rates on coal from Kimberly, 

Ky., over the 80-cent rate ordered in by the Commission in 
Docket 4604, Traffic Bureau of Nashville vs. L. & N. R. R. 
et al., as unjust and unreasonable. Asks for the establish- 
ment of a rate not to exceed 80 cents and reparation. 

No, 9152, Champion Shoe Machinery Co., St. Louis, Mo., vs. 
Chicago & Alton R. R. Co. et al. 

Against a first-class rating on shoe machinery under Rule 
8, Western Classification No. 53, as unjust and unreasonable. 
Asks for a second-class rating. 

No. 9153. Orange Rice Mill Co., 
New Orleans R. R. Co. et al. 

Against rates of 22 cents and 18% cents on blackstrap mo- 
lasses, carloads, on import shipments to New Orleans and 
thence in tank cars to Orange as unjust and unreasonable to 
the extent that it exceeds a rate of 16% cents for molasses 
in cans, jars, etc., which they ask to have established for the 
future and reparation. 

No. 9154, Harmon & Evans, St. Louis, Mo., vs. St. Louis & 
San Francisco R. R. Co., et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable refrigeration charges on _ ship- 
ments of fruits from Mountainburg, Ark., to Detroit, Mich., 
in excess of the published tariff rate. Ask for a cease and 
desist order and reparation. 

er en 3 hes Fairmont Creamery Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 

‘0. e@ ’ 

Agatnst advances in the rates on fuel oil from Kansas re- 
fining points to Omaha and from Oklahoma points as unjust 
and unreasonable. Ask for cease and desist order, the estab- 
lishment of maxima rates for the future and reparation. 

No, 9156. William A. Roylance Co., Provo, Utah, vs. Denver 
& Rio Grande R. R. Co. et al. 
Against the assessment of charges on a 26,000-pound mini- 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


GOOD MEN ARE ALWAYS IN DEMAND, AND THB 
Traffic World is the logical medium for getting the men 
and the positions in touch with one another. The rates 
for classified advertisements are as follows: $2.00 per 
inch first insertion, $1.00 per inch second insertion, $0.50 
per inch each additional insertion, payable in advance. 
Keyed advertisements forwarded free and all correspond- 
ence held in strict confidence. 

THE TRAFFIC WORLD, 
418 So. Market Street, Chicago. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER-SALESMAN.—Has many friends 
and acquaintances among railroad and steamship officials, 
including purchasing agents, having traveled considerably 
U. S. A., Canada, Cuba, desirous making change, com- 
bining industrial traffic managership with salesmanship. 
Have organized one of the best traffic departments in 
the East. Highest references. Steady. B. D. 26., care 
The Traffic World, Chicago. 


ee TD, A TR TAN TT TT RN A TT 

TRAFFIC MANAGER wishes to make change from pres- 
ent position as traffic manager for large industrial con- 
cern. Eleven years’ experience in railroad and industrial 
traffic departments. Will accept position with railroad 
or large corporation as rate expert, traffic manager or 
assistant, where there is opportunity for advancement. 
L. 715, care The Traffic World, Chicago. 


Orange, Tex., vs. Texas & 











POSITION WANTED by a trained and practical traffic 
man. Familiar with tariffs, classifications, transportation, 
rules and regulations of the I. C. C. Have specialized 
for the benefit of the firm in watching competition, rout- 
ing, packing, shipping, classifying, etc. Age 33; married. 
Character, habits and references are of the best. Mod- 
erate salary and would accept assistant work of a large 
firm. Box 26, care The Traffic World, Chicago. 





Position as TRAFFIC MANAGER or assistant traffic 
manager desired by young man 27 years of age. Seven 
years’ experience in revising freight rates and handling 
loss, damage and overcharge claims. I have a thorough 
understanding of the application of freight rates and the 
liabilities of common carriers.. I could establish and main- 
tain a department for a commercial firm upon a highly 
remunerative basis. A 825., care The Traffic World, 


Chicago. 
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mum on shipments of peaches, in packages, from points in 

Utah to Atlantic seaboard destinations as unjust and unrea- 
sonable, and against rates 20 per cent higher than the Cali- 
fornia rates to Atlantic seaboard of deciduous fruits. Cease 
and desist order, the assessment of charges on a 24,000-pound 
minimum, reasonable rates and reparation asked for. 

No. 9157. The Brunswick-Balke-Collender Co. vs. Munising, 

Marquette & Southeastern Ry. Co. et al. 

Against charges on carload shipments of ten pins from Big 
Bay, Mich., to Boston, Mass., assessed on the combinations 
of the locals as unjust, unreasonable and excessive. Repara- 
tion asked for. - 

No. 9158. The Procter & Gamble Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. South- 
ern Ry. Co. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable rates of 34% cents on carload 
shipments of cottonseed oil from Hillsboro, Ala., to Ivorydale 
as unjust and unreasonable. Ask for a rate of 22% cents 
and reparation. 

No. 9159. Eagle Pass Lumber Co., Eagle Pass, Tex., vs. G. H. 

& S. A. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable charges on pipes and pipe fittings 
from Philadelphia to points in Mexico by reason of the 
embargo placed on traffic to Mexico. Asks for reparation. 

No. 9160. Cadillac Chamber of Commerce and Cadillac Lumber 

Exchange vs. Ann Arbor et al. 

Against rates on lumber, flooring, pig iron, wood alcohol, 
charcoal, etc., from Cadillac, Mich., to New York, which are 
on the 100 per cent basis. Ask for just and reasonable rates 
not to exceed 90 per cent on lumber and not exceeding 100 
per cent of the New York-Chicago scale on classes. 

No. 9161. J. P. Lewis Co. and Farney & Ebersol, Watertown, 
N. Y., vs. Lowville & Beaver River et al. 

Against a refusal to establish through rates on points on 
the L. & B. R. to points on the New York Central as causing 
unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory rates on everything 
except dairy products. Ask for a cease and desist order and 


through rates. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 


September 22, in I. and S. No. 925, the Commission suspended 
from September 25 until January 23 schedules in Sup. No. 10 
to Countiss’ I. C. C. No. 1017. They increase rates on lumber 
and other forest products originating in Pacific coast territory 
via the Northern Pacific and Great Northern railways to sta- 
tions in Michigan on the Copper Range R. R. to a combination 
basis of rates. The present rates are, from Pacific coast group, 
55 cents, and from intermediate groups, 52 cents per 100 pounds, 
to the destinations involved. The proposed combination basis 
will result in increases in the foregoing rates ranging from 


2% to 9 cents per 100 pounds. 


NEW BOOKS 


The Panama on and Commerce 


Chapter Headings 


The reason for its building—The canal and 
the length and time of ocean voyages—Serv- 
ices through the canal—The canal and freight 
rates—The canal and the domestic trade and 
industries of the United States—The canal 
and the foreign trade of the United States— 
The canal and the American Marine—Europe’s 
interest in the canal—Competition of the 
Suez and the Panama routes—Fuel supplies 
and costs via the canal and alternative routes 
—Panama canal tolls—Tonnage rules—Ad- 
ministration—What happened when the slides 
closed the canal. 


























Illustrated with maps and diagrams..... $2.10 
Principles of Railroad Transportation 
Johnson 

An up-to-date treatise on all phases of rail- 
road transportation, profusely illustrated. 
Small 8vo. Cloth binding, $2.60. . 

For sale by 






THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU 
418 South Market Street CHICAGO, ILL. 
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The Tariff Filings, Rejections 
and Suspensions in This 


Week’s Issue of 


The Traffic Bulletin 


Were Classified Under 
Fifty-seven Distinct Headings 
And Included Information About 
Every New Tariff and Every Supplement 
Filed With 
The Interstate Commerce Commission 


During the Past Week 


If you are keeping a tariff file this information 
will enable you to keep it up to date, and, as 
you know, a tariff file is worse than useless if 
it is not up to date. 


Samples and other information may 
be had for the asking 


The Traffic Service Bureau 
418 South Market Street CHICAGO 
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“DISTRIBUTIC 


PROBLEMS SIMPLIFII 





Th‘s directory of Wserehousemen, Trans*’er Agents, Fre’ght Forwarders, Customs Brokers, etc., presents the 
snnounrements of some of the livest and mcst progress ve of such concerns in the country. They inv te cor- 
respondence from our ~~ pag and can help you if you wll ley your dstr.buton or forwerd ng d fiicult’es 
before them for solution Practically branch service ava‘lable without rayroll or build ng investment. 





SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA 


Caddo Transfer & Warehouse Co. Inc. 


Special attention given to merchandise stock storage 
accounts. Carloads for distribution. less carloads for 
pny | Delivery.’ Reshipments and forwarding by Express 

arcel Post. 


TWO LARGE WAREHOUSES ON RAILROAD TRACKS. 





Western Transter and Storage Co. 
220 TO 226 STANTON ST. 
Eu. PASO. TEXAS. 
FORWARDERS AND OISTRIBUTORS. 


DISTRIBUTION CARS A SPECIALTY. 
TWO W4PEHOUSES ON TRACK 
The only FIREPROOF storage in El Paso. 


Cut Rate Package Car Service from Seaboard Territory. 





EDGAR’S SUGAR HOUSE, Inc. 


620-632 LAFAYETTE BLVD. 
OETROIT, MICH. 


Bight fireproof warehouses on tracks of princi rail- 
coads. The only two fireproof warehouses on the river 
front. Lowest insurance rates in the city. Twelve aute 
trucka for delivery Write for further particulars 





Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


350 Seneca St., Buffalo, N. Y. 


Storage, Transfer and Forwarding 
Warehouse on New York Ceatral Tracks 


The Wiley & Nicholls Co. 


UNITED STATES BONDED WAREHOUSES AND 
GENERAL STORAGE.-DISTRIBUTORS 
Warenousemen and Forwarding Agents. Drayage and 
Heavy Hauling a Speciality. Fireproof Warehouse. Low- 

est Insurance Rate in City 
GALVESTON. TExas 








MILWAUKEE 


The Union Transfer Co. 


107 REED STREET 
FREIGHT TEAMING—SHIPPING AND RECEIVING 
AGENTS 
CARLOAD DISTRIBUTORS 
The Best Equipped Transfer Company in the City 





CHICAGO 
Jos. Stockton Transfer Co. 


636 The Rookery Bullding 


Teaming of Every Description—City Delivery Service 
and Carioad Distributors. 








LINCOLN, NEB. 


Best Distribution Point in the West 
Merchandise in car lots distributed to all points. House- 
hold goods assembled and shipped in car luts at reduced 
rates. Cars set to our warehuuses without charge. 

GENERAL DRAYAGE AND STORAGE 
ty oe Buildings—Trackage Space, 7 cars. 
Service—the foundation of our success. 
CARTER TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., 8th and Q Sts. 





ST. JOSEPH TRANSFER CO. 
pony aaa 
8ST. JOSEPH ‘ e MO. 


MERCHANDISD STORAGE WAREHOUSE. 
CARLOAD AND LC. L. DISTRIBUTION 
PROMPT SERVICE GUARANTEED 





CHICAGO— 


Chicago Storage & Transfer Co. (Not Inc.) 


6861-61 WEST 665TH STREET 


Excellent facilities for shipping L. C. L. lots without 

. Carload distribution a specialty. Daily motor 

deliveries throughout the city at very reasonable prices. 
Floors for rent 


INSURANCE RATE SEVENTEEN CENTS. 


ROCHESTER, NEW YORK 


General Storage. Forwarding. Carload Distribution. 


Excellent facilities for reshipping without cartage. Insur- 
ance rate 12 cents. Members of American Warehouse- 
men's Association and American Chain of Warehouses. 


Write for particulars. 
B. R. & P. WAREHOUSE, Inc. KING and MAPLE STS. 


Byvank Transfer & Storage Co. 


823-826 Lafayette St. 
WATERLOO, IOWA. 


RESHIPPING AND DISTRIBUTING 
A SPECIALTY. 











Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Inc. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Import and export freight contractors, transfer and 
reshipping agents, custom house brokers. Bolded and 


free warehouses. 





As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 








THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Directery of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, ete. (Continued) 
EXPORT SPECIALISTS 


THROUGH RATES 
MARINE INSURANCE 


LEAVE IT ALL TO US { Wak RISK 


COLLECTIONS 


JUDSON 


Home Offices: CHICAGO NEW YORK BOSTON 


CONSULAR ARRANGEMENTS 


Completely Covering Shipments by 
RAIL and OCEAN 
to All Parts of the World. 


FREIGHT FORWARDING CO. 


PITTSBURG 


ST. LOUIS) LOS ANGELES SAN FRANCISCO 


Foreign Agencies in All Principal Cities and Ports in Europe, Asia, Afries, Australasia, China, Japan, South Americs, Philippine Islands, ete. 





Security Warehouse Company 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


Northwestern Distributors for nearly all Nationally 
Advertised Commodities—Twenty Car Trackage 


Space. 
Motor Truck delivery in Minneapolis and St. Paul 


LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 


Distributers of Pool Cars and General Warehousing. 
Parcel Post distributers of catalogs and merchandise. 
Fireproof building. Track connections with all roads. 


Terminal Warehouse Company, 109-111 Rector Avenue 








A.:MORR TRANSFER AND STORAGE CO. 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 
2114-2128 Central Street 
waa MBERCHANDISHD REORAGE, ORM ARD- 


JUTION AND 
Direct ay “B+ With All eae: Fireproof Storage, 
Sprinkler System. 





Springfield, Mass. 


Central Warehouse & Transfer Co. 


Office: 315 Bridge St. 
TRANSFERRING AND RESHIPPING 
GENERAL STORAGE, FURNITURE STORAGE, 


TOLEDO, OHIO 


ye gg fe GRE Ra 


edo Warehouse Co. 
1809-19 La Grange &t. 
Members American and Interstate Warehousemen’s Associations. 


Minneapolis Transfer & Warehouse Co. 


MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
122 SOUTH FIFTH STREET 


DISTRIBUTORS OF POOL CARS AND GENERAL 
WAREHOUSING 


ETC 


: 
; 











PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Railroad Sidings, Penna. R. R. and Phila. & Reading 
in giving Best Warehouse Service 
SCOTT! PAPER CO. WAREHOUSE 
R. CLEMENTS, Manager 


Trackage, PEs crowns e- Very low insurance 





St. JOSEPH WAREHOUSE AND COLD STORAGE Co. 


SOUTH ST. JOSEPH, MISSOURI 








s x The Terminal of all Every known storage 
8 railroads enlering 
Si Joseph 
No cartage on rail 


Shipments 


Fire proof buildings 
ee Sprinkler system 

Cold, warm, and Saas 

General storage Low Insurance 





facility 


PORTLAND, OREGON 
OREGON TRANSFER COMPANY 


474 Glisan ——_— Established in 1868 
AND RAG SINESS 
pongys di attention gi a to m dise s stor- 
oo eg Boye distribution, less oar- 


wo class A ware! 
No Switching ¢ Charges on Carload Shipments 


Omaha Fireproof Storage Co. 


806-18 SOUTH 16TH S8T., OMAHA, NEB. 
BIGHT AND ye a ACRES FLOOR SPACE 
TRACKAGE SPA 


Savannah Bonded Warehouse & Transfer Ce. 


SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 
GENERAL ed eaten Aan ee 
ING—FORWARDING—PROMPT AND EFFT 
SERVICE—EXCEPTIONAL FACILITIDS— 
CUSTOM HOUSE BROKERS 
Members American Chain of Warehouses 
Members American Warehousemen’s Association 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers, 


PERE des TR 


OM lak tae TT ELE PONS at ENS EAMES PR PT 7A a Sa a 








| In Washington 


There is the most complete tarift 
file in the United States, includ- 
ing both Current and Cancelled 
Tariffs. 


There is the best traffic reference 
library the country affords, and 


There is the greatest collection 
of historical and statistical re- 
ports relating to railway opera- 
tion the world has ever seen. 


Constant use of all of these enables us te 
make compilations or comparisons of rates 
and to gather any other data you may need 
in an exceptionally efficient manner. 


Let us figure with you when you 
want Special Service with any 
department of the Government. 


The Traffic Service Bureau 


(Publishers The Traffic World and The Traffic Bulletin) 
Special Service Department 


505 Colorado Bldg. Washington, D. C. 








—— ec cKArceceRc cee eeRRRso Neer THOU NORNTHHHERORENPHAHMORRHRHNRPMMORPNORE 
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